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I. Evidence gathered in 12 cases over 5 years supporting Statement & representative case

1. The herein discussed query whether a federal judgeship is a safe haven for wrongdoing and the
concrete charges of such wrongdoing arise from evidence collected during the past five years
from 11 related cases. (ToEC:1) Such evidence indicates that the wrongdoing is motivated by a
most insidious corruptor: money, the enormous amount of money at stake in fraudulent
bankruptcies. (findings leading to the Bankruptcy Abuse Prevention and Consumer Prevention
Act (BAPCPA) of 2005, Pub.L. 109-8, 119 Stat. 23 and Pst:1395)

1 The letters preceding the page number # identify the cases and their tables of exhibits. (ToEC:1fn. & 58IV).
*The documents referred to by the blue text can be accessed through the bank of links to references. 1of 10
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In just one of those cases the judges have refused even to ask for the whereabouts of over $670,000
(ToEC:110) earned or received by the ‘bankrupt’ banker, as shown by his own documents...and
according to PACER.uscourts.gov (Public Access to Court Electronic Records) the trustee in his
case had at the time 3,909 open cases! The judges’ refusal to take or skip a necessary step to
decide a case is only one use of the means enabling money to have its evil effect, to wit, the most
powerful corruptor, power itself, here unsupervised, discipline-free, in practice absolute judicial
power exercised by federal judges who have in fact become a class of people above the law.

The evidence in those 12 cases shows that judges have systematically exercised judicial power
through bias and disregard for the rule of law that is intended to prescribe limits to its use. Risk-
free abuse of judicial power in a setting awash with money has led certain judges, their staff,
and bankruptcy trustees to support a bankruptcy fraud scheme. While their exercise of it is
immune from discipline, it is not harmless. It has had injurious consequences for Dr. Richard
Cordero, Esq., depriving him of his legal rights in cases to which he is a party pro se and causing
him enormous waste of effort, time, and money as well as inflicting upon him tremendous
emotional distress.

Repeatedly, Dr. Cordero has submitted to Chief Judge John M. Walker, Jr., and Circuit Judge
Dennis Jacobs of the Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit (CA2), who have supervisory
duties over the integrity of 2" Circuit courts, substantial evidence of the pattern of support by
U.S. judges therein of the bankruptcy fraud scheme and its effect on him. Consistently they have
disregarded that evidence, thereby condoning the other judges’ continued support for the scheme
and the schemers and allowing their bias and denial of due process to further injure Dr. Cordero.

In so doing, Judges Walker and Jacobs have shown their own bias toward their peers and staffs,
including their own staff (ToeC:19§C), to the detriment of Dr. Cordero and have also denied him
due process of law in their dealings with him. In addition, by so protecting those officers they
have breached their oath of office to apply the law, let alone do so equally “without respect to
persons” (28 U.S.C. §453), which gives rise to a duty that inures to the benefit of every third
party, such as Dr. Cordero, who comes before them with the reasonable expectation of having
their cases decided impartially in accordance with law. Moreover, they have failed to discharge
their duty as chief judge and as members of the Judicial Council of the Second Circuit to
safeguard the integrity of the courts and their officers in the Circuit, a duty that also runs to the
benefit of every person that resorts to the courts for the proper administration of justice.

There is ample and official evidence of coordinated and systematic disregard by judges of
misconduct by their peers. (ToEC:39>973 & Comment) To establish such disregard and its
consequences a representative case can center on C.J. Walker and Judge Jacobs because the
evidence against them is as abundant as their disregard of judicial misconduct has been blatant.

The pattern of wrongful acts in support of a bankruptcy fraud scheme
began with Judge Ninfo’s summary dismissal of Dr. Cordero’s cross-
claims against Trustee Kenneth Gordon in Pfuntner v. Tr. Gordon et al.

Dr. Cordero is currently a resident of New York City. However, in the early 1990’s he resided
in Rochester, NY. Before leaving that city in 1993, he entrusted personal and professional
property to a moving and storage company. For almost 10 years he paid storage and insurance
fees for the safekeeping of such property.

At the beginning of 2002, Dr. Cordero contacted by phone Mr. David Palmer, the owner of
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Premier Van Lines, Inc., the moving and storage company in Rochester, NY, that was storing
his property. He wanted to resolve a billing issue and find out the current name of the insurance
carrier. Mr. Palmer assured him that his property was safe at the Jefferson Henrietta Warehouse.
Its manager, Mr. David Dworkin, did likewise and even billed Dr. Cordero for the monthly fees.
(A:353-1&2) After Mr. Palmer became unreachable, Mr. Dworkin kept assuring Dr. Cordero
that his property was safe and that he would find out the name of its insurer. Only much later
did Mr. Dworkin reveal to him that Premier had gone bankrupt and was already in liquidation!

As it turned out, more than a year earlier, on March 5, 2001, Mr. Palmer had filed a voluntary
petition for Premier’s bankruptcy under 11 U.S.C. Chapter 11 (In re Premier Van Lines, Inc.,
no. 01-20692, WBNY, docket at A:565; nywb.uscourts.gov/; hereinafter Premier). His case had
landed before Bankruptcy Judge John C. Ninfo, II, WBNY. Soon thereafter Mr. Palmer failed to
comply with the obligations of his bankruptcy and even stopped appearing in its proceedings.
Hence, on December 28, 2001, Trustee Kenneth Gordon, Esq., the Standing Trustee for liquidations
under Chapter 7, was appointed to liquidate Premier. (A:572/63)

Trustee Gordon’s performance was so negligent and reckless that he failed to find out that Mr.
James Pfuntner owned a warehouse in Avon, Rochester, where Premier had stored its clients’
property, such as those of Dr. Cordero. To begin with, just as Mr. Palmer failed to inform Dr.
Cordero of his filing for bankruptcy protection for Premier, the Trustee did not inform Dr.
Cordero of his liquidation of it; consequently, Dr. Cordero was deprived of his right to file a
claim as creditor of Premier. By failing thus to inform Dr. Cordero, the Trustee also deprived
him of the opportunity to decide what to do with his property. Moreover, Trustee Gordon could
have found out the possibility of such property being in Mr. Pfuntner’s warehouse by just
examining Premier’s docket (A:567/13, 17, 19, 21, 23; 571/52), not to mention through diligent
examination under 11 U.S.C. §704(4) of Premier’s financial affairs and its business records, to
which he had access (A:109 fints-5-8; A:45, 46, 352).

As a result, Trustee Gordon failed to discover the income-producing storage accounts that
belonged to the estate or to act timely (A-575:94; cf. A:46-48; A:575/87, 89). So he closed the
case as “No distribution” (A:577/107 & entries for 10/24/2003), although he had not only
classified it as an “Asset case” (A:572/70, 573/71; 575/94, 95), but had also applied for
authorization to Judge Ninfo and received it to hire an auctioneer, Mr. Roy Teitsworth
(A:576/97)...and then what happened? Where is the accountant’s report for which $4,699 was
paid? (A:575/90) Nobody would answer, for these were job-threatening questions (28 CFR
§58.6(7)) that no outsider was supposed to ask. (A:835§B7) Interestingly enough, a query on
PACER of Kenneth Gordon as trustee returned that between April 12, 2000, and November 3,
2003, he was the trustee in 3,092 cases! How many of them did he handle as he did Premier?

Likewise, Mr. David Gene DeLano, Assistant Vice President for M&T Bank handled negli-
gently and recklessly the liquidation of the storage containers that Mr. Palmer had bought with a
loan from M&T in which the latter had kept a security interest. He assured Dr. Cordero that he
had seen the storage containers holding his property at the Jefferson Henrietta Warehouse; that
those containers had been sold to Champion Moving & Storage; and that he should contact and
from them on deal with Champion concerning his property in those containers. (Tr.149/25-
150/6, 101/17-19, 109/3-5, 111/9-24, 141/8-13) Dr. Cordero did so only to find out that Cham-
pion had never received such containers. Thus, he had to search for his property. Eventually he
found out that the containers had never been at the Jefferson Henrietta Warehouse! Instead, they
had been abandoned by Mr. Palmer at Mr. Pfuntner’s warehouse in Avon. (A:46; Pst:1285970)
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Dr. Cordero was referred to Trustee Gordon to find out how to retrieve his property. But the
Trustee would not give him any information and even enjoined him not to contact his office
anymore (A:353-25, 26), thus violating his duty under 11 U.S.C.§704(7) to a party in interest.

Dr. Cordero found out that Premier was before Judge Ninfo and applied to him for a review of
Trustee Gordon’s performance and fitness to serve as Premier’s trustee. (A:353-28, 29) The
Judge, however, took no action other than to pass that application on to the Trustee’s supervisor,
namely, Assistant U.S. Trustee Kathleen Dunivin Schmitt. (A:29) Her office is in the same
small federal building as that of Judge Ninfo’s Bankruptcy Court, Trustee Gordon’s box, the
District Court, the U.S. Attorney’s Office, and the FBI Bureau; this allows for daily contacts and
the development of a web of personal relationships among their officers. By contrast, Dr.
Cordero lives hundreds of miles away in NYC and is, thus, a ‘diverse citizen’. Not surprisingly,
Trustee Schmitt conducted a ‘quick contact’ with her supervisee, Trustee Gordon, that was as
superficial as it was severely flawed. (A:53, 104) Nor did Judge Ninfo take action upon Dr.
Cordero bringing to his attention (A:32, 38) that Trustee Gordon had filed with him false
statements and statements defamatory of Dr. Cordero to persuade the Judge not to take any
action on Dr. Cordero’s Application to review his performance (A:19, 41§II).

Meantime, Mr. Pfuntner had commenced an adversary proceeding on September 27, 2002,
against the Trustee, Dr. Cordero, M&T Bank, and a hockey club to recover administrative and
storage fees (A:22) from them (Pfuntner v. Trustee Gordon et al., no. 02-2230, WBNY; docket
at A:1551). Dr. Cordero cross-claimed against Trustee Gordon and M&T Bank (A:70, 83, 88)
and also brought in as third-party defendants Messrs. Palmer, Dworkin, and DeLano and
Jefferson Henrietta Warehouse. (Add:534/after entry 13; 891/fn.1)

Trustee Gordon countered with a motion under Rule 12(b)(6) of the Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure to dismiss only Dr. Cordero’s cross-claims against him. (A:135, 143) It was argued
on December 18, 2002. By then almost three months had gone by since the commencement of
Pfuntner, but the required Rule 16 and 26 meeting of the parties and disclosure had not taken
place despite Dr. Cordero having disclosed numerous documents as exhibits to his papers.
(A:11-18, 33-36, 45-49, 63-64, 65, 91-94)- much less had there been any discovery. Yet,
disregarding the record’s lack of factual development, Judge Ninfo summarily dismissed the
cross-claims notwithstanding the genuine issues of material fact that Dr. Cordero had raised
concerning the Trustee’s negligence and recklessness in liquidating Premier (A:148). Similarly,
the Judge disregarded the consideration that after discovery and at trial Mr. Pfuntner’s claims
against the Trustee could lend support to Dr. Cordero’s claims against the Trustee.

Judge Ninfo even excused the Trustee’s defamatory and false statements as merely “part of the
Trustee just trying to resolve these issues”, (A:275/10-12) thus condoning his use of falsehood;
astonishingly acknowledging in open court his own acceptance of unethical behavior; and
showing gross indifference to its injurious effect on Dr. Cordero.

That dismissal constituted the first of a long series of similar acts of disregard for the law, the
rules, and the facts in which Judge Ninfo as well as other judicial and clerical officers at both
the Bankruptcy and the District Court have participated, all consistently to the benefit of those
in the web of personal relationships and to Dr. Cordero’s detriment. Such acts were initially
aimed at preventing Dr. Cordero’s appeal, for if the dismissal were reversed and the cross-
claims reinstated, discovery could establish how Judge Ninfo had failed to realize or knowingly
tolerated Trustee Gordon’s negligent and reckless liquidation of Premier. This fact would be
followed by a common sense question: What motive did he have to do so?
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Answering that question would bring up a very incisive one: Had these two officers engaged in
similar conduct in any of the other cases on which they had worked together? They had had the
opportunity to do so, for a subsequent PACER query showed that between April 12, 2000, and
June 26, 2004, Trustee Gordon had been the trustee in 3,383 cases, out of which 3,382 had come
before Judge Ninfo! (A:1406§C) Astonishing!, for how could a single trustee take care of
examining the debtors’ financial affairs and ascertaining the good faith of their petitions and
dealing with the creditors and collecting the assets and liquidating them and holding auctions,
and reviewing accountants’ reports and making distribution and filing reports and attending
hearings, and and and of each of such an overwhelming number of cases? (D:458§V) This
would beg the question why had Trustee Schmitt and her supervisor, U.S. Trustee for Region 2
Deirdre Martini allowed one person to take on so many cases in such a short period of time?
And how many millions of dollars worth of assets has Trustee Gordon been in charge of
liquidating? How many other ques-tions would it take to pierce the web to reveal the motives
linked to their personal relationships?

A. C.J. Walker and J. Jacobs have been made aware of the evidence of judges’
bias and disregard for the rule of law but have refused to investigate them, thus
failing to safeguard judicial integrity and protect Dr. Cordero from their abuse

Dr. Cordero made Chief Judge Walker aware of these and similar concerns. Indeed, the Chief
Judge was a member of the panel that was drawn —randomly?- to decide his appeal from
Pfuntner in Premier Van et al., no. 03-5023, CA2. (docket at A:1285) As such, the Chief was
supposed to read Dr. Cordero’s brief of July 9, 2003 (A:1303), which also included appellate
arguments concerning the arbitrary, unlawful, and suspicious way in which Judge Ninfo (A:302,
306) and District Judge David G. Larimer, WDNY, (A:315, 339, 343, 350) denied Dr.
Cordero’s application for default judgment against Premier Owner David Palmer (A:290-95),
who had nevertheless been defaulted by Bankruptcy Clerk of Court Paul Warren (A:303; 304).

Moreover, Chief Judge Walker was the officer with whom Dr. Cordero lodged his misconduct
complaint against Judge Ninfo of August 8, 2003, (C:1, 63) under the Judicial Conduct and Dis-
ability Act. That statute imposes on the circuit chief judge the duty to “expeditiously review” such
complaints. (28 U.S.C. §352(a)) Anyway, the Chief should have investigated a complaint like
that which cast doubt on the integrity of a judge and the fairness of justice that he administered.

What is more, the Chief Judge was a member of the panel that decided Dr. Cordero’s petition of
September 12, 2003, for a writ of mandamus, no. 03-3088, CA2, (A:615) requesting that Judge
Ninfo be disqualified for bias and disregard for the rule of law and that Pfuntner be transferred
outside his web of personal relationships to an impartial court, such as the U.S. District Court in
Albany, NDNY. More still, he learned of additional charges through Dr. Cordero’s motion of
November 3, 2003, to update the evidence of Judge Ninfo’s bias. (A:801) Even more, the Chief
had the opportunity to hear about Judge Ninfo’s misconduct during Dr. Cordero’s oral argument
of Premier Van et al. on December 11, 2003; and even read the argument’s written version that
Dr. Cordero handed out to him and the other panel members on the day of argument. (C:296)

Nevertheless, CJ Walker did nothing other than deny those requests. (A:876, 664) Yet, he had
the duty to review or “promptly appoint a special committee to investigate” the complaint (§353(a)).
Instead, he let six months go by without taking any action on it. So on February 2, 2004, Dr.
Cordero wrote to him to inquire about the complaint’s status (C:105), pointing out that the duty
of promptness was imposed on the Chief not only under the Act, but also under the Circuit’s
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own rules, that is, Rule 3(a) of the Rules of the Judicial Council of the Second Circuit Govern-
ing Complaints Against Judicial Officers under 28 U.S.C. §351 et seq. (C:75) This time the
Chief did something else: He had Dr. Cordero’s letter returned to the sender! (C:109)

More than a month and a half later Chief Judge Walker had still taken no action on the
complaint. By contrast, Judge Ninfo went on to engage in even more flagrantly wrongful
conduct in another case to which Dr. Cordero was made a party, namely, the voluntary petition
for bankruptcy under 11 U.S.C. Chapter 13 of M&T Bank Assistant Vice President David
DeLano of all people! (In re DeLano, no. 04-20280, WBNY; C:1431, 1435, 1467; docket at
D:496) Consequently, Dr. Cordero filed a judicial misconduct complaint against Chief Judge
Walker on March 19, 2004. (C:271) As required by law and Circuit rule, he addressed it to the
next judge eligible to become the chief judge, to wit, Circuit Judge Dennis Jacobs.

CJ Walker and J. Jacobs are protecting their peers by refusing to Follow
the money! to find over $670,000 unaccounted for in just one out of one
trustee’s more than 3,900 cases, i.e., In re DeLano, for following it could
lead to the exposure of a bankruptcy fraud scheme and the schemers

Dr. Cordero brought to Judge Jacobs’ attention not only Chief Judge Walker’s failure to take
action on the complaint against Judge Ninfo, but also how his inaction had condoned Judge
Ninfo’s misconduct and allowed him to engage even more flagrantly in bias and disregard for
the law, the rules, and the facts in the handling of DeLano. A judge mindful of his duty, not only
under §351, but also as a member of the Judicial Council, to safeguard the integrity of judicial
process and the proper administration of justice would have conducted an investigation, for the
DeLano petition and its handling by Judge Ninfo and other court officers and trustees are so
egregious as to reveal the force that joins them and links the cases: a bankruptcy fraud scheme.

Indeed, Mr. David and Mrs. Mary Ann Delano are not average debtors. Mr. David DeLano has
worked in financing for 7 years and as an officer at two banks for 32 years: 39 years
professionally managing money!...and counting, for he is still working for M&T Bank as a
manager in credit administration (Tr:15/17-16/15). As such, he qualifies as an expert in how to
assess creditworthiness and remain solvent to be able to repay bank loans. Thus, Mr. Delano is a
member of a class of people who should know how not to go bankrupt.

As for Mrs. DeLano, she was a specialist in business Xerox machines. As such, she is a person
trained to think methodically so as to ask pointed questions of customers and guide them
through a series of systematic steps to solve their technical problems with Xerox machines.

Hence, the DeLanos are professionals with expertise in borrowing, dealing with bankruptcies,
and learning and applying technical instructions. They should have been held to a high standard
of responsibility...but instead they were allowed to conceal assets because they know too much.

This means that because of his 39-year long career in finance and banking, Mr. DeLano has
learned how borrowers use or abuse the bankruptcy system, and more importantly, how trustees
and court officers handle their petitions so that rightfully or wrongfully they are successful in
obtaining bankruptcy relief from their debts. Actually, Mr. DeLano works precisely in the area
of bankruptcies at M&T Bank, collecting money from delinquent commercial borrowers and
even liquidating company assets (Tr:17.14-19). In fact, he was the M&T officer that liquidated
the storage containers in which M&T kept an interest to secure its loan to Mr. Palmer. So he
knows how the latter was treated by Judge Ninfo in Premier, which gave rise to Pfuntner.
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In preparation for their golden retirement, the DeLanos filed their joint voluntary bankruptcy
petition and, of course, it came before Judge Ninfo. Based on what and whom Mr. DeLano
knew, they could expect their petition to glide smoothly toward being granted (D:2669937-39)
The fact that among their 21 creditors in Schedule F they themselves named Dr. Cordero
(C:1448) must have carried no significance at all other than that thereby they would be able to
discharge his claim against Mr. DeLano arising in Pfuntner. After all, Dr. Cordero was their
only non-institutional creditor, lives hundreds of miles away in NYC, and was unsecured to boot.

But a most unforeseen event occurred: Dr. Cordero went through the trouble of examining their
petition, and more surprisingly yet, he even realized how incongruous the declarations were that
the DeLanos had made in its Schedules (C:1437-1454) and Statement of Financial Affairs
(C:1455-1461). Most unexpectedly, not only did he put in writing his realization, but he also
traveled all the way to Rochester to attend the meeting of their creditors on March 8, 2004
(D:23), the only one to do so! (D:68, 69) While there he filed with Judge Ninfo’s clerks his ob-
jection to the confirmation (C:291) of their debt repayment plan (C:1467) and even invoked 11
U.S.C. §1302(b) and §704(4) and (7) to request Chapter 13 Trustee George Reiber to investigate
their financial affairs and produce documents to show the in- and outflow of their money.

Money the DeLanos do have, as Trustee Reiber, Judge Ninfo, Assistant Trustee Schmitt, and
Region 2 Trustee Martini knew or could have readily known had they only cast a glance at their
implausible petition. (C:1411) Hence, the alarms went off, for these officers were aware that
Mr. DeLano could not be allowed to go down on a charge of bankruptcy fraud since he knows
about their intentional and coordinated disregard for the law, the rules, and the facts in handling
bankruptcy petitions, that is, of their support for the bankruptcy fraud scheme. Therefore, if Mr.
DeLano’s petition were checked and as a result, he were charged with bankruptcy fraud and he
and his wife ended up facing up to 20 years imprisonment and ruinous fines under 18 U.S.C.
§§151-158, and 1519 and 3571, he would consider it in his interest to enter into a plea bargain
to incriminate top schemers in exchange for leniency. Consequently, the schemers closed ranks
to protect Mr. DeLano from being investigated or having to produce incriminating documents.

Yet, even a person untrained in bankruptcy could realize the incongruity and implausibility of
the DeLanos’ declarations in their bankruptcy petition. For instance:

a. The DeLanos earned $291,470 in just the 2001-2003 fiscal years preceding their petition of
January 27,2004 (C:1419; 1499);

b. but they declared having only $535 in hand and accounts (C:1439); yet, they and their
attorney, Christopher Werner, Esq., knew that they could afford to pay $16,654 in legal fees
(C:1060) for over a year’s maneuvering to avoid producing the documents requested by
Dr. Cordero, which would incriminate them for concealment of assets; their tough stance
was rewarded by Judge Ninfo, who without any written request allowed even higher legal
fees, $18,005! (C:1057) But then Att. Werner is not just any attorney: according to PACER,
as of February 28, 2005, he had appeared before Judge Ninfo in 525 cases out of 575!
(ToEC:9193) Trustee Reiber rewarded Att. Werner too by requesting another $9,948 for him
on December 7, 2005, and lowering the recovery rate from 22¢ to less than 13¢ on the $
(Pst:1175). Outrageous arrogance of power endowed with immunity!

c. The DeLanos amassed a whopping debt of $98,092 (C:1449), although the average credit
card debt of Americans is $6,000; and spread it over 18 credit cards so that no issuer would
have a stake high enough to make litigation cost-effective (C:1401).
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d. Despite all that borrowing, they declared household goods worth only $2,910 (C:1439)
...that’s all they pretend to have accumulated throughout their combined worklives, in-
cluding Mr. DeLano’s 39 years as a bank officer, although they earned over a 100 times
that amount, $291,470, in only the three fiscal years of 2001-03 (C:1499)...Unbelievable!;

e. They also strung together mortgages since 1975, through which they received $382,187
(Add:1058) to buy their home; yet in 2005, 30 years later, they lived in the same home but
owed $77,084 and had equity of merely $21,415 (C:1438). Mindboggling! (Add:1058954)

Although the DeLanos have received over $670,000, as shown by even the few documents that
they reluctantly produced at Dr. Cordero’s instigation (ToEC:110), the officers that have a
statutory duty to investigate evidence of bankruptcy fraud or report it for investigation not only
disregarded such duty (ToEC:111), but also refused to require them to produce (Add:1022)
documents as obviously pertinent to any bankruptcy petition as the statements of their bank and
debit card accounts...for such documents would show the flow of the DeLanos’ receipts and
payments and thereby reveal the fraud that they had committed and that the officers had covered
up. Judge Jacobs too disregarded the Statement that Dr. Cordero sent him analyzing these
incongruous declarations (C:1297§§15-17) and had it returned to the sender (C:1317).

What has motivated these officers to spare the DeLanos from having to produce incriminating
documents? (D:458§V) All have been informed of the incident on March 8, 2004, that to a rea-
sonable person, and all the more so if charged with the duty to prevent bankruptcy fraud, would
have shown that the DeLanos had committed fraud and were receiving protection from expo-
sure: Trustee Reiber unlawfully allowed his attorney, James W. Weidman, Esq., to conduct the
meeting of creditors (28 CFR §58.6(10);§341) where the latter unjustifiably asked Dr. Cordero
whether and, if so, how much he knew about the DelLanos’ having committed fraud, and when
he would not reveal what he knew, Att. Weidman, with the Trustee’s approval, rather than let
him examine them under oath, as §343 requires, while officially being tape recorded, put an end to
the meeting after Dr. Cordero had asked only two questions! (D:79§§I-111; Add:889§II)

Judge Jacobs too was informed of this incident (C:272). Yet he did not conduct any investigation
or ask for any documents, such as the tape of that meeting of creditors or, after the effort to
impede the holding of the adjourned meeting failed, the transcript of such meeting, which contains
incriminating statements by Attorney Werner of his having destroyed documents of the DeLanos.
(C:129999121-33) Nor did he respect his duty of promptness in handling a misconduct complaint.
The one of March 19, 2004, against his colleague, Chief Judge Walker, was in its seventh month
when on September 24 Judge Jacobs “dismissed [it] as moot [because] the Complainant's judicial
misconduct [against Judge Ninfo] was dismissed by order entered June 9, 2004”. (C:392) Yet it took
Judge Jacobs another 22 months to dismiss it!? And still he got wrong the date of that earlier
dismissal that he himself had written, and that was entered, on June 8 (C:144, 148), a mistake
revealing the lack of care with which he wrote an otherwise perfunctory decision (cf. C:711).

As CJ Walker had done, Judge Jacobs condoned with his inaction Judge Ninfo’s misconduct, thus
encouraging him to engage in more brazen bias and disregard for the rule of law: Dr. Cordero
submitted a statement on June 9, 2004, to J. Ninfo showing on the basis of even the few and in-
complete documents that the DeLanos had produced (ToEC:629[5-11, D:165-189; C:1415) that
they had fraudulently concealed assets, and requesting that they be referred to the FBI and that
Trustee Reiber be removed (D:193). J. Ninfo reacted by joining the DeLanos in a process abusive
maneuver that used a) a motion to disallow Dr. Cordero’s claim (D:218; cf. D:249; ToED:21081I);
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b) an order directing Dr. Cordero to take discovery of that claim in Pfuntner (D:272; cf. D:440) only
for every single document that he requested (D:287, 310, 317) to be denied by both the DeLanos
(D:313, 325) and J. Ninfo (D:327; cf. ToEA:153§7) and c) a sham evidentiary hearing on March 1,
2005 (Pst:1255§E; cf. C:193§§1-3) that ended as predetermined in disallowing Dr. Cordero’s claim
and stripping him of standing to participate further in DeLano (D:20§1V, ToEC:109).

Dr. Cordero made Chief Judge Walker and Judge Jacobs aware of these developments by appeal-
ing to the Judicial Council and writing to Judge Jacobs (C:995, 1000, 1025). This time they acted
promptly: They reappointed Judge Ninfo to a new 14-year term as bankruptcy judge! (ToEC:§H)

Meanwhile, Dr. Cordero appealed Judge Ninfo’s disallowance of his claim to the District Court,
WDNY, Judge Larimer presiding. This Judge showed again, as he had in Pfuntner (ToEC>C:1107-8
>Comment), that he supports the bankruptcy fraud scheme. He refused to order the DeLanos to
produce even a single document that could shed light on the 39-year veteran banker’s incongruous
and implausible declarations. (ToEC:111; Add:951, 1022, ToEAdd:231§VI) He even attempted to
prevent Dr. Cordero from obtaining the transcript of the sham evidentiary hearing (C:1001, 1083;
cf. ToEA:135§3), for what happened there incriminates Judge Ninfo as Mr. DelLano’s biased
Chief Advocate. Such advocacy derives from the fact that Mr. DeLano’s attorney in Pfuntner is
Michael Beyma, Esq., of Underberg & Kessler (A:1552; Pst:1289§f), the law firm of which
Judge Ninfo was a partner when he was appointed to the bench (Add:636); so he felt Mr.
DeLano to be his client, whereby he forfeited his position as an impartial arbiter who should
have no interest in the controversy before him. The transcript also shows that Mr. DeLano’s testi-
mony corroborates Dr. Cordero’s claim against him. (Pst:1281§d; ToEC:55>Comment>2"" )

Call for a virtual firm of lawyers and investigative journalists to help prepare
pro bono a class action centered on a representative case against these judges
to expose the systematic dismissal of complaints supporting a bankruptcy
fraud scheme and reveal how high and to what extent wrongdoing has reached

. Congress adopted the Bankruptcy Abuse Prevention Act to “restor[e] personal responsibility and
integrity in the bankruptcy system [and] respond to...the absence of effective oversight to
eliminate abuse in the system.” HR Rep. 109-31, p.2 For its part, the Administrative Office of
the U.S. Courts (AO) has produced the 1997-2005 Reports of Complaints Filed and Action
Taken under the Judicial Conduct Act (C:973), which together with its previous annual Reports
shows that the judges’ systematic dismissal for over a decade of §351 judicial misconduct
complaints could not have occurred but for their unlawful coordination to insulate themselves from
such complaints. (ToEC>C:973>Comment) The relation between those official findings is what the
12 cases referred to here show, to wit, the abuse has developed into a bankruptcy fraud scheme and
judges have mishandled §351complaints to, among other things, protect it and the schemers.

. Now there is a need to expose the bankruptcy fraud scheme and the systematic dismissal of
judicial misconduct complaints so as to lay bare the motive or benefit driving federal judges to
tolerate or engage in such intentional and coordinated wrongdoing. A first step to that end is
this presentation of the evidence gathered over the past five years in 12 cases and contained in
the commented records of exhibits (ToEC:1 et seq.) and the exhibits. The second step is the
formation, called for herein, of a virtual firm of lawyers and investigative journalists digitally
meeting at Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org to pro bono research difficult legal issues and organ-
ize the investigation Follow the money! from filed bankruptcy petitions, many available through
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PACER, to wherever it ended up in preparation for the third step: a class action centered on the
representative case against C.J. Walker and J. Jacobs, brought on behalf of those similarly in-
jured by the scheme and the systematic dismissal of their complaints, and charging denial of due
process and violation of, among others, the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act
(18 U.S.C.§1961; C:1291) by judges who may remain in office only “during good Behaviour”
(Const. Art. Il sec.1; 28 U.S.C §44(b)), but who enjoy no blanket immunity from being subject
to “Equal Justice Under Law” (C:1823); their governing bodies (ToEC:107) and staffs
(ToEC:19§C, 28§E & 468§]); private and U.S. bankruptcy trustees (ToEC:111); other officers (cf.
ToEC:§K; C:1552, 1568) in the web of personal relationships (C:1546, 1565, 1566); bankruptcy
lawyers and their law firms (cf. D:258); and bankruptcy petitioners (933 above; ToEA:135§4).

The class action will confront the most powerful judges. Indeed, for decades since before the
Judicial Conduct Act of 1980, the Supreme Court has known of the lack of an effective judicial
impeachment mechanism (ToEC:60>Comment, C:1384) and of the break down of the Act’s self-
discipline mechanism (ToEC:24>Comment, C:573). To know it, Late Chief Justice Rehnquist,
who was also the presiding member of the Judicial Conference (28 U.S.C §33191), the body of
last resort under the Act (id. §354(b)), need not read the AO’s Annual Reports on the Act (id.
§604(h)(2)) or the Conference’s reports (C:1771). He knew that in 24 years since the Act the
Conference had issued under it only 15 orders! (C:1611) Yet he wait until May 2004 to charge
Justice Stephen Breyer with chairing a committee to study it. (C:574-577) The Breyer Committee
held no hearings (cf. ToEC:66§L) and took over 27 months only to issue a report that clears his
lower peers of the systematic dismissal of complaints apparent from the official reports.

All the Justices are also circuit justices of the circuits to which they have been allotted (28 U.S.C.
§42, 45(b); C:149) so they may attend (C:980y-83; cf. 980z-10) their councils’ meetings where
misconduct complaints are discussed (C:980y-84, z-76) and can learn the nature and number of
orders related thereto, which must be reported to the Administrative Office (id. §332(c-d, g);
C:980y-87, z-79). Hence, they know that such complaints are systematically dismissed. Actually,
the Justices must be presumed to have realized from the cases that they deal with daily at the
Supreme Court that ‘power corrupts and in the absence of any control over its exercise, power
becomes absolute and corrupts absolutely’. Did they think that while wielding such power the
2,133 federal judges would remain immune to the type of “Culture of Corruption” that has
engulfed the 535 members of Congress?, even bankruptcy judges, whose decisions affect the
hand-changing of $billions? (D:458§V, Add:621§1) Since the Justices cannot have ignored
ongoing misconduct of judges abusing their uncontrolled power, why have they tolerated it?

Once in a lifetime the opportunity presents itself for a person to take extraordinary action for the
common good. When it is long-term, fraught with grave risks, but capable of improving society
with reforms that give practical meaning to the notions of integrity in government and fairness
in its treatment of its people, the action becomes a noble mission. For he or she who rises to the
challenge, there is public honor, gratitude, and remembrance. This is one such opportunity and a
momentous one too, for it must reach all the way to the top of the Third Branch of Government
to identify the motives of those in charge of the system of administration of justice for having
allowed institutionalized wrongdoing by judges. Are you up to the mission to engage in highly
skillful and professionally responsible legal research and analysis or investigative journalism of
social and financial networks in order to answer the critical question arising from the evidence
thus far collected: Is a federal judgeship a safe heaven for wrongdoing and, if so, how high and
to what extent has intentional and coordinated wrongdoing reached?
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that provide the evidence gathered in 12 cases over 5 years showing that

a federal judgeship has become a safe haven for wrongdoing and

justifying an investigation to determine how high and to what extent wrongdoing has reached;

and that warrant the call for forming a virtual firm of lawyers and investigative journalists

centered on Judicial Discipline Reform.org to help prepare pro bono

a class action based on the representative case charging
that Chief Judge John M. Walker, Jr., of the Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit (CA2)
and CA2 Judge Dennis Jacobs have engaged in

a series of acts of disregard of evidence and of systematic dismissal of judicial misconduct complaints

forming a pattern of non-coincidental, intentional, and coordinated wrongdoing

that supports a bankruptcy fraud scheme and protects the schemers

by
Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq.

.Cases providing evidence for the investigation & the representative case

Case name Filing | Closingdate | Docket no. (Court File:pg.# * of
date | OStéws brief docket

1. |In re Premier Van Lines (Ch. 7 bkr.) 3/5/1 10/24/3 | 01-20692 WBNY| cf. A:7281 | A:565
2. |Pfuntner v. Trustee Gordon et al. (AdvP) 9/27/2 | pending | 02-2230  WBNY A:70 A:1551
3. |Cordero v. Trustee Gordon 1/15/3 3/27/3 03cv6021L WDNY A:158 A:458
4. |Cordero v. Palmer 21413 3/27/3  03mbk60OOLLWDNY|  A:314 ﬁéﬁfﬁf\ieé )
5. |In re Premier Van et al. 5/2/3 [L/26/5dism’d | 03-5023  |CA2 C:169 C:422
6. [In re Richard Cordero (mandamus) 9/12/3 |denied 10/8/3| 03-3088  |CA2 A:615 A:665g
7. Misconduct complaint v. Bkr. J. Ninfo, WBNY [9/2/3 |6/8/4 dism’d | 03-8547  [CA2 C:1, 63; E:1 ToEC88A,D
8. |[Misconduct complaint v. Chief J. Walker, CA2 {3/30/4 9/24/4dism’d| 04-8510  |CA2 C:271 [ToEC:88B,F
9. |Cordero v. Trustee Gordon et al. 1/27/5 | cert. denied | 04-8371 SCt A:1601 | A:2229
10.|In re David &Mary Ann DeLano (Ch. 13 bkr.) [1/27/4 | onappeal | 04-20280 |WBNY [cf.C:129588A-B| D:496
11./Cordero v. DeLano 4/22/5 | onappeal | 05cv6190L WDNY Pst:1231 | Pst:1181
12.Dr. Richard Cordero v. David & Mary DeLano  [10/16/6] pending | 06-4780 CA2 | CA2:1700 CA2_dkt

*This is page 1 of the Tables both of entries describing the exhibits supporting the Statement of Facts & of comments thereon.
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Il. Summary of Contents
ToEC:# pages

Call for formation of class action and virtual firm of lawyers and
INVESTIGAtIVE JOUINALISTS......oiiiiiiiiiiiie e ToEC: 1

ToEA:# pages

Pfuntner v. Tr. Gordon et al., WBNY> Cordero v. Gordon & Palmer, WDNY>
>Premier Van et al., CA2>Cordero v. Trustee Gordonetal., SCt................. ToEA:121

ToED:>ToEAdd:>ToEPst:# pages
In re David & Mary Ann DeLano, WBNY>Cordero v. DeLano, WDNY...... ToED:201

ToEAdd:221
ToEPst:251
I11. Contents of ToEC:# pages
IV. The C:# pages are related to the A, D, Add, and Pst files
because the same pattern of judicial wrongdoing runs
through the cases that each covers, which justifies JDR’s
call for a class action and a virtual firm of lawyers and
investigative journalists to help pro bono to prepare it..................... ToEC:5

* The letters identify sets of PDF files containing exhibits of the cases cited above; and the
numbers indicate the first page of the respective exhibits. The letters mean the following:

A= Appendix of exhibits of cases 1-9; C=this call; Tr=transcript of 3/1/5 hearing
D=Designated items in the record of cases 10-11; Add=Addendum to D; and Pst=PostAddendum.

The PDF files can be opened with Acrobat Reader v. 7, which can be downloaded
from Adobe.com. They are found in the Attachments pane of this file (Statement facts
& Table Exh). Clicking on the Bookmarks tab of a file will open a pane that may contain
the file’s table of content. Some files, such as Text of Authorities Cited, may also be
contained in suitably identified folders in this website.

The text of a referenced exhibit can be found by opening the PDF file within whose
number range the reference’s page number falls. Such text can also be accessed
through the block of hyperlinks to exhibits by pressing Ctrl and double clicking on the
corresponding lettered hyperlink whose number is the same as that of the reference or
is the next lower; e.g. if the reference is to C:275 click on C:271.

JDR’s call: C:1/E:1; C:271; C:441; C:551; C:711; C:821; C:981; C:1081; C:1285; C:1331
Pfuntner>WBNY>WDNY>CA2>SCt: A:1; A:261; A:353; A:734; A:1061; A:1301; A:1601; A:1675; A:1765; E:1
DelLano: D:1; D:103; D:203; D:301; D:425; Add:509; Add:711; Add:911; Pst:1171; Tr=transcript of 3/1/5 hearing
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V. Headings of the descriptive titles of the exhibits and
(0T 0 0] 1= 1 150 PP

A.

Judicial misconduct complaint against Bankruptcy
Judge John C. Ninfo, II, WBNY ...

1. From Pfuntner before Judge Ninfo on appeal to CA2................

. Judicial misconduct complaint against Chief Judge

John M. Walker, Jr., CA2 ...t

. Misconduct by clerks leads to call for an investigation

by motion to CA2 and by request to its Clerk of Court...................

. Appeal to the Judicial Council, 2rd Cir., from the

dismissal of the misconduct complaint against Judge
NINfO, WBINY ..ttt eaaas

Request to the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts
for an investigation of misconduct by clerks...............oooll.

Appeal to the Judicial Council from the dismissal of
the misconduct complaint against C.J. Walker............c.c..cocoeinene.

. Appeal to the Judicial Conference of the U.S. from the

denials by the Judicial Council of the petitions for review
of the dismissals of the complaints against Judge Ninfo
[ ORI - 11 S T

. Comments in response to the invitation by CA2 for

public comments on the reappointment of Judge Ninfo
to a new term as bankruptcy judge ......cocoeviiiiiiiiiiii

Request for referral to the Judicial Conference of a
Court Reporter for investigation of her refusal to certify
that her transcript would be complete, accurate, and
free of tampering influence ..........c.cociiiiiiiiiiiii

Request to the Judicial Council, 2rd Cir., for the
abrogation of district local rules inconsistent with
FRCivP and protective of a bankruptcy fraud scheme....................

Referral to the U.S. Attorney’s Offices and the FBI’s
Bureaus in New York City, Buffalo, and Rochester, NY,
for an investigation of a judicial misconduct and
bankruptcy fraud scheme.............oiii

1. Offices iN NeW YOrK City ..ceueniiniiiiiiiiee e
2. Offices in Rochester and BUuffalO........oviiiiiiiiiiii et

Submissions to the Judicial Conduct and Disability Act
Study Committee chaired by Justice Stephen Breyer of
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evidence of a pattern of systematic dismissal of com-
plaints about judicial wrongdoing in support of a bank-
ruptcy fraud scheme further protected by preventing
complaints from reaching the Judicial Conference.......................... ToEC:70

VI. Table of Authorities Cited (AuC:#) whose text is in
downloadble PDF files..... ... ToEC:71

VIl. Tables pointing to the roles played by persons and
entities involved in the 11 underlying cases.........c.ccceveiiiiiiienannnn. ToEC:76

A. Contact information with references to exhibits for
background t0o iNVEStIZAtEES......cccvriveireereereeeee e ToEC:76

1. Contact information organized alphabetically ...................coooiiill. ToEC:76

2. Official Directory of the Bankruptcy Court in Rochester
and BUffalo, NY ... e ToEC:89

3. Contact information with detailed index to exhibits,
organized by categories listed in the order in which the
Follow the money! investigation may proceed ToEC:271

B. Searches on PACER for two trustees and one bank-
ruptcy attorney and its return of docket information
about, and hyperlinks to, their more than 7,800 cases

before Judge Ninfo ........ooeiiiiiiiii e ToEC:91
C. List of tables interspersed among the exhibits of all

Tables of ExXhibits ....ccouiuiiiiiiiii ToEC:101
D. List of reproduced tables........c.cooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii ToEC:105
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IV. The C:# pages are related to the A, D, Add, and Pst files
because the same pattern of judicial wrongdoing runs through
the cases that each covers, which justifies JDR’s call for a
class action and a virtual firm of lawyers and investigative
journalists to help pro bono to prepare it

1. The separate volume of exhibits that accompanied the misconduct complaint against
Judge John C. Ninfo, II, WBNY, (C:1, 63) had its pages numbered A-#. The “A” stood
for the Appendix to the opening brief of Appellant Dr. Richard Cordero in In re Pre-
mier Van et al., no. 03-5023, CA2 (C:172). That Appendix had been titled, and consisted
of the, “Items in the Record” (cf. FRBkrP 8006) of the cases appealed from, to wit, Pfunt-
ner v. Trustee Gordon et al., no. 02-2230, WBNY, and its appeals to the District Court, i.e.
Cordero v. Trustee Gordon, no. 03cv6021L, and Cordero v. Palmer, no. 03-6001L, WDNYY.

2. That brief in Premier (C:172 & A:1301) and its Appendix (A-1-430) were filed in CA2
bearing the date of July 9, 2003. By the following August 11 when Dr. Cordero filed his
judicial misconduct complaint under 28 U.S.C. §351 against Judge Ninfo (C:1, 63),
other documents, such as letters, motions, and dockets, had been filed in both Pfuntner
(e.g. A:490, 497, 462) and Premier (e.g. A:468, 469, 507). He had numbered their pages
consecutively from the last number in the Appendix and added them to it
chronologically upon their being filed while on its Table of Items he entered their titles
thematically under appropriate headings.

3. Those documents showed continued wrongdoing by Judge Ninfo and other court
officers as well as what appeared to be coordination with CA2 clerks not to docket Dr.
Cordero’s appeal properly so as to cause its dismissal. Hence, just as the July 9
Appendix, the volume of exhibits (A-1-507) accompanying the complaint was titled
“ltems in the Record” (cf. C:61) and its pages bore the numbering format A-#. All those
documents are in the PDF files A:1-260, A:261-352; & A:353-733.

4. The documents created after the August 11 complaint against Judge Ninfo were
similarly added to the Appendix. By the time when Dr. Cordero filed his judicial
misconduct complaint of March 19, 2004, against CA2 Chief Judge John M. Walker, Jr.,
(C:271) additional motions and orders had been produced in Pfuntner and Premier.
They too showed or discussed evidence that CA2 judges supported, whether by
indifference or intent, judicial wrongdoing, for even judges are subject to the principle
that “a person is deemed to intend the natural consequences of his or her acts’.
Consequently, some of those documents were filed with the complaint against the
Chief Judge in a volume titled Evidentiary Documents, subsequently renamed
Exhibits (ToEC:315, 324); the format used to number its pages was A:#. The same
format was used for other documents created as Dr. Cordero pursued his dismissed
appeal by petitioning for panel rehearing and hearing en banc (ToEA:42§5), and
subsequently his petition to the Supreme Court for a writ of certiorari. (ToEA:51§D)
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5. However, other documents that were not filed in such proceedings, were not added to
the Appendix. Among them are most of those connected with the pursuit of the mis-
conduct complaints and the appeals to entities other than CA2, such as the Judicial
Council of the Second Circuit, the Judicial Conference of the U.S., the Administrative
Office of the U.S. Courts; the Department of Justice and the FBI; and the Judiciary
Committees of both chambers of Congress. (ToEC:§§D-K) They form the bulk of the
documents listed on this Table whose pages bear the numbering format C:#.

6. Likewise, other documents were generated after David and Mary Ann DeLano filed
their voluntary bankruptcy petition In re DeLano, no. 04-20280, WBNY, on January 27,
2004. (D:23-60) Therein they named Dr. Cordero among their creditors (D:40), because
of his claim against Mr. DeLano in Pfuntner, in which Dr. Cordero was 3rd party
plaintiff and Mr. DeLano 3¢ party defendant. After that claim was disallowed by
Judge Ninfo at the sham evidentiary hearing (Pst:125581) in Bankruptcy Court on
March 1, 2005, Dr. Cordero appealed to the District Court in Cordero v. DeLano, no.
05cv6190L, WDNY. For that appeal, he designated supporting items in the record of In
re DeLano (cf. FRBkrP 8006) and numbered their pages D:#. But then District Judge
David Larimer and the Bankruptcy Court Reporter engaged in a common effort to
deprive Dr. Cordero of the incriminating transcript of that evidentiary hearing. When
they failed and the Reporter had to send the transcript to Dr. Cordero eight month
later (ToEC:§I), he used it to write his appellate brief of December 21, 2005 (Pst:1231).

7. In the intervening eight months many documents had been produced and filed. Dr.
Cordero collected and filed them with his brief as an Addendum to the initial volume
of designated items; he identified its pages as Add:# with their page numbers
continuing the last number in the first, D:# volume. Similarly, after the DeLanos filed
their answer to that brief, Dr. Cordero filed his reply of February 8, 2006 (Pst:1381),
which was accompanied by a Post-Addendum, with pages identified as Pst:# and
their numbers continuing from the last in the Addendum.

8. All those documents share a key element, namely, they contain or discuss evidence of
disregard for the law, the rules, and the facts so consistently detrimental to Dr.
Cordero alone as to exclude coincidental mistakes due to mere incompetence on the
part of judges and their staffs. Incompetent people would have erred roughly half of
time in favor of, and the other half against, the same person. Instead, the consistent
impact on the same target as well as the sheer number and increasing blatancy of the
wrongful acts reveal a pattern of non-coincidental, intentional, and coordinated
wrongdoing in support of a bankruptcy fraud scheme. For its part, the systematic
dismissal of judicial misconduct complaints has protected the schemers.

9. That pattern of wrongdoing provides a solid basis for Judicial Discipline Reform’s call
for a virtual firm of lawyers and investigative journalists to help pro bono prepare a
class action to expose it together with the motive or benefit for which judges have
engaged in it. In so doing, the members of that firm should be guided by the
underlying question: Has a federal judgeship become a safe haven for wrongdoing
and, if so, how high and to what extent has wrongdoing reached?

ToEC:6  §IV. C:# pages are related to A, D, Add, and Pst files by pattern of wrongdoing, thus justifying JDR’s call
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V. Descriptive titles of the exhibits and comments

A. Judicial misconduct complaint against

1.

Bankruptcy Judge John C. Ninfo, II, WBNY

Dr. Richard Cordero’s letter of August 11, 2003, to Roseann B.
MacKechnie, Clerk of Court of the Court of Appeals for the Second
Circuit, setting forth a judicial misconduct complaint under 28 U.S.C.
§372(c)(1) [Judicial Conduct and Disability Act of 1980, now at U.S.C.
§351 et seq.; see it in the Text of Authorities Cited] against Bankruptcy
Judge John C. Ninfo, II, WBNY, and other court officers at the U.S.
Bankruptcy Court and the U.S. District Court for the Western District of

Attachments:
a) the Official CA2 Complaint Form for filing complaints against

judicial officers under 28 U.S.C. §372(c)(1) ....ccvevevevviririeiiiiiiicicciccceee

b) Dr. Cordero’s Statement of Facts of August 11, 2003, submitted [as
an exhibit, hence the page numbering format E:#] in support of the
complaint under §372(c)(1) against Judge Ninfo and other court

officers set forth in his August 11 letter to Clerk MacKechnie (C:1) ...........
i) Table of CONtENLS .......ccooveuiiiiiiiiiiiciccc e

c) Judge Ninfo’s order of July 15, 2003, requiring, among other things,
that Dr. Cordero, who lives in New York City, participate in a
series of “discrete” “discreet” hearings in Rochester, NY, in Pfuntner v.

Trustee Gordon et al., docket no. 02-2230, WBNY ..ceieeieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeene

Title page of the separate exhibits volume titled “Items in the Record...”........

a) “ltems in the Record...”

[Comment: This separate volume of exhibits consisted of pages A-1-430
of the items in the record in the District Court, WDNY, which pursuant to
FRAP 6(b)(2)(B)(i)) was redesignated for the appeal In re Premier Van et
al.,, docket no. 03-5023, CA2; those pages, bound separately,
accompanied Dr. Cordero’s opening brief of July 9, 2003, in CA2 (C:169).
The volume also included pages A-431-507 containing exhibits added
between July and August 2003. As revised, those exhibits are now found
mostly with the same page numbers in pages A:1-507 of the PDF files in
the A 1-2229 folder. (see also ToEC:58IV above)]

CA2 Clerk MacKechnie’s letter by Deputy Clerk Patricia Chin-Allen of
August 25, 2003, acknowledging Dr. Cordero’s judicial conduct
complaint of August 11, 2003, but returning it due to improper form
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concerning the use of the old 28 U.S.C. §372(c) complaint form and a
statement of facts exceeding the 5-page limitation; and providing a copy
of the new 28 U.S.C. §351 complaint fOrm .....cvveerrierenresesrensnnesnnsinsnssesnssesnssesesnesesnenes C:62

[Comment: A comparison shows that there is no difference between the
old and the new complaint forms, except that the latter refers to 8351 as
the legal basis for the complaint.]

4. Dr. Cordero’s Statement of Facts of August 27, 2003, after the original
August 11 Statement was shortened to 5 pages and its legal basis was
switched from §372(c) to §351 of 28 U.S.C.; submitted to the CA2 Clerk in
support of his August 11 complaint against J. Ninfo and other court
OFFICOTS ..ttt ettt ettt C:63

Attachments:

a) Official CA2 Complaint Form for filing complaints against judicial
officers under 28 U.S.C. §35T ......ccccoieiieieieieeeereee ettt nee e C:68

b) Dr. Cordero’s original 54-page Statement of Facts of, 2003,
submitted as an exhibit in support of his complaint against Judge
Ninfo and other court officers set forth in his 2-page August 11 letter
to Clerk MacKechnie (Cil) ..c..ocouvieiniririneiinieiieciniceerceseeeeeeese e E:1 above

c) Dr. Cordero’s letter of August 11, 2003, to CA2 Clerk MacKechnie
lodging a judicial misconduct complaint against Judge Ninfo and
OTNETS ...t C:1 above

d) Judge Ninfo’s order of July 15, 2003, requiring, among other things,
that Dr. Cordero, who lives in NYC, participate in a series of
“discrete” “discreet” hearings in Rochester, NY........ccccccoeivniinninnnae. E:55 above

5. Clerk MacKechnie’s letter by Deputy Allen of September 2, 2003,
acknowledging receipt of Dr. Cordero’s judicial conduct complaint, but
returning the separate volume of exhibits and stating that she awaits
submission of conformed exhibits that do not include material not
referenced in the Statement of Facts ...........ccccccociviiiiiiiice C71

[Comment: On whose instructions and for what practical purpose was a
court clerk asked to waste her time checking whether each of the
exhibits in a 507-page volume of exhibits was referenced in the
Statement of Facts?!]

6. Title page of the separate volume of exhibits, after renaming its
statutory basis for judicial misconduct complaints from §372(c)(1) to §351
of Title 28 U.S.C.,, and complying with Deputy Allen’s requirement of
removing from the volume the exhibits not referenced in the Statement
Of FACES ... C:72

7. Clerk MacKechnie’s letter by Deputy Allen, dated September 2, 2003,

ToEC:8 §V.A. Judicial misconduct complaint against Bankruptcy Judge John C. Ninfo, II



10.

11.

Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org

but received by Dr. Cordero on September 10, acknowledging receipt of
a complaint under §351, dated August 27, 2003, and received on August

28,2003, and giving notice of docketing it under no. 03-8547 .............c..ccccueueuenes

Rules of the Judicial Council of the Second Circuit Governing

Complaints Against Judicial Officers under 28 U.S.C. et seq........c.ccccoevrururuneeee.

a) Complaint form stating its legal basis as §351 and accompanying
the Rules of the Judicial Council of the Second Circuit Governing

Complaints Against Judicial Officers ..........ccccceiiviniiiniiinniiniiiiiecee

Dr. Cordero’s letter of February 2, 2004, to the Hon. John M. Walker, Jr.,
Chief Judge of the Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit, inquiring
about the status of the complaint against Judge Ninfo and updating its

SUPPOItiNg eVIAENCE .........ccoooiiiiiiiii e

Exhibits
a) CA2 Clerk Allen’s acknowledgment of September 2, 2003, of filing

Dr. Cordero’s §351 complaint against J. Ninfo (as in C:73)........cccccoeueuuneeee.

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 [A:801].........ccccoiiiiiniiiiiiiiiiine

[Comment: This order was attached to show that CA2 had established
the precedent for the updatability of evidence concerning Judge
Ninfo’s bias.]

Clerk MacKechnie’s letter by Deputy Allen of February 4, 2004,
acknowledging receipt of Dr. Cordero’s five copies of his February 2

inquiring and updating letter to Chief Judge Walker, and stating “I am
returning your documents to you. A decision has not been made in the above-

reference matter. You will be notified by letter when a decision has been made™........

[Comment: Yet, it stands to reason that an update 6 months after the
original complaint of August 11, 2003, was most pertinent precisely
because a decision had not yet been made and the updating
information could be useful in making it.]

Sample of Dr. Cordero’s letters of February 11 and 13, 2004, to Justice
Ginsburg as Circuit Justice for the 2nd Circuit; to Judge Dennis Jacobs as
the Circuit Judge eligible to become the next chief judge of the circuit;
and to other members of the Judicial Council, 2nd Cir., requesting on
the strength of the over 85 attached exhibits that they bring his
complaint against Judge Ninfo and the other court officers to the
attention of the Council and have it review C.J. Walker's and CA2
clerks” handling of the complaint so that the Council may launch an

investigation of the judges and officers complained-against..............c.ccccccceeinies

Tbl of C:# pages supporting JDR’s call of 8/1/6 for class action and virtual firm of lawyers & investigators
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a) List of names, addresses, and telephone numbers of the Justice and
judges members of the Judicial Council to whom Dr. Cordero sent
RIS LTS ..o C112

[Comment: See also this information displayed in tabular format for mail
merge at C:774.]

Attachment and Exhibit
b) Table Of EXNIDItS .....c.cccioieiiiniieirccc e C:113

I.5. CA2 summary order of January 26, 2004, by CA2 Chief Judge
Walker, CA2 Judge James L. Oakes, and CA2 Judge Robert A.
Katzmann, dismissing Dr. Cordero’s appeal In re Premier Van
et al., no. 03-5023, CA2, for lack of jurisdiction because the
orders appealed from were interlocutory, non-final orders....................... C:119

[Comment: This order is included here to show that CA2 did not even
mention the issue of judicial wrongdoing that Dr. Cordero had timely and
repeatedly raised in his opening brief (C:172) and motions (C:108 &
D:426; C:296; C:381; D:440). In those documents, Dr. Cordero had stated
that the acts of disregard for the law, the rules, and the facts by
Bankruptcy Judge Ninfo and others were so numerous, so protective of
the local parties and injurious to Dr. Cordero alone, the only non-local
and pro se party, as to form a pattern of non-coincidental, intentional,
and coordinated wrongdoing in support of bankruptcy fraud.

Yet, CA2 disregarded the evidence of such wrongdoing and simply
dismissed the appeal on jurisdictional grounds. By so doing, the Court
treated the appeal as if it were merely an action game where
observance of formal rules took precedence over the substance of the
process, that is, a determination of rights and duties by impartial judges
acting in accordance with law. Thereby CA2 also failed to discharge its
duty to safeguard the integrity of judicial process.

Moreover, the Court’s dismissal of the case on formal grounds not only
ignored the substance of the appeal, but it also showed indifference to
the practical consequence of its action, namely, it sent Dr. Cordero
back to biased Bankruptcy Judge Ninfo and District Judge David G.
Larimer to be worn down in litigation before them. Indeed, these judges
had so repeatedly disregarded the rule of law and the facts that it was
foreseeable that they would keep abusing Dr. Cordero’s rights all the
way until their issuing of a final order or judgment, that is, if Dr. Cordero, a
pro se party, had not been forced by exhaustion to settle or surrender his
claims.

For what extrajudicial motive, aside from the legal merits of the case, the
CA2 judges proceeded with such disregard for “the effective and
expeditious administration of the business of the courts” is one of the key
questions that must be answered in light of the compelling and
abundant evidence of a bankruptcy fraud scheme.

ToEC:10 §V.A. Judicial misconduct complaint against Bankruptcy Judge John C. Ninfo, II
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For a summary of early evidence, up to August 2003, of such
wrongdoing by Judge Ninfo and other court officers, see the detailed
Table of Contents (E:4) of the Statement of Facts supporting Dr.
Cordero’s complaint against them of August 11, 2003.

On how the allegation that the district court orders are non-final and
thus, unappealable is wrong as a matter of law and in practice, see
C:12488ll-1IV, and A:165283]

Dr. Cordero’s petition of March 10, 2004, to CA2 for panel rehearing
and hearing en banc of the dismissal of his appeal In re Premier Van et al.,

N0. 03-5023, CA2 ..ot e
a) Table of Entries from the Appendix (A-1-507).....ccccveeemerirmcrnerenerenenieennes

Letter of Chief Judge Robert N. Chatigny, U.S. District Court for the
District of Connecticut, of March 1, 2004, to Dr. Cordero stating that “The

Rules of the Judicial Council of the Second Circuit Governing Complaints
Against Judicial Officers...appear to make no provision for requests for

expedited handling of COMPIAINTS” .............vviiiiiiiiiiiiiei e

[Comment: Yet, the copy sent to C.J. Chatigny of the letter to CA2 C.J.
Walker (C:105) showed precisely how 28 U.S.C. 8351 and the Judicial
Council Rules require ‘prompt and expeditious action’. Did he even read
that letter?]

Letter of Chief Judge Michael B. Mukasey, SDNY, of March 2, 2004, to
Dr. Cordero stating that “The letter appears to state that you have filed a

complaint of judicial misconduct and that you are not satisfied with the result”............

[Comment: However, the letter to C.J. Mukasey stated precisely that
CA2 C. J. Walker had failed to provide any response for six months since
the filing of the complaint against Judge Ninfo. Can these judges read
with understanding or is there any other motive for their patently
mistaken responses?]

Sample of Dr. Cordero’s letters of March 22, 2004, to Circuit Judge Jose
A. Cabranes and other members of the Judicial Council who had not

replied to his letters of February 11 and 13, requesting a reply from each........

Clerk MacKechnie’s letter of March 29, 2004, advising Dr. Cordero that
his letters to Circuit Judges Calabresi and Straub were forwarded to her
office and that “Judicial Conduct Complaint 03-8547 [against Judge Ninfo

and others] is under CoNSIEration”..............ccciuiiiiiiii e it

[Comment: “Under consideration” since August 28, 2003 (C:73), seven
months!, yet 28 U.S.C. 8351 et seq. require ‘prompt and expeditious
action’ (cf. C:105). So during all that time and for months thereafter C.J.
Walker and the other judges of CA2 and the Judicial Council tolerated
the misconduct of a judge, who kept affecting the integrity of judicial
process and inflicting enormous material injury and tremendous

Tbl of C:# pages supporting JDR’s call of 8/1/6 for class action and virtual firm of lawyers & investigators
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emotional distress on a particular, identifiable individual, Dr. Cordero.

Was the determinative consideration for their attitude precisely that the
person complained-against was a judge, that is, one of their own? Did
they not want to set a disciplinary precedent that one day could be
turned around and applied against them, whether justifiably or in
retaliation for having investigated, let alone disciplined, one of their
brethren? Or were they not able to condemn conduct that they had
themselves engaged in at an earlier time in their judgeships or were still
engaging in? Their toleration of the conduct of Judge Ninfo as well as
the other court officers complained-about in spite of the ever more
blatant evidence of a bankruptcy fraud scheme and protection for the
schemers shows that there is something very wrong going on.]

. Letter of Karen Greve Milton, Circuit Executive, of March 30, 2004, to
Dr. Cordero responding to his March 22 letters to members of the
Judicial Council (C:141) and advising him that his judicial conduct
complaint against Judge Ninfo is a “matter pending before the Court”......................... C:143

[Comment: But under 28 U.S.C. 8351 it is the chief judge of the circuit
who decides how to handle the complaint, not the court of appeals. Do
the mistakes of these court officers (C:139, 140) reveal the quality of their
work generally or their non-coincidental, intentional, and coordinated
way of handling judicial misconduct complaints particularly?]

. Clerk MacKechnie’s letter by Clerk Allen of June 8, 2004, to Dr. Cordero
stating that his judicial conduct complaint, no. 03-8547, against Judge
Ninfo was dismissed and indicating that the deadline for filing a
petition for review by the Judicial Council is July 9, 2004 .........c..ccceevvevineinninnnnne. C:144

a) Order of Circuit Judge Dennis Jacobs, as Acting Chief Judge, of
June 8, 2004, dismissing Dr. Cordero’s judicial misconduct
complaint against Judge Ninfo, no. 03-8547, filed on August 28,
2003 [CrT, B3] . C:145

. Allotment of the Justices of the Supreme Court among the circuits......................... C:149

1. From Pfuntner before Judge Ninfo on appeal to CA2
. Title page of Dr. Cordero’s opening brief of July 9, 2003, in In re Premier
Van et al., 03-5023, CA2......c.coimiiiiiiicccc e C:169

. Dr. Cordero’s opening brief of July 9, 2003, in his appeal to CA2 In re
Premier Van et al., n0. 03-5023, CA2 ......ccooeoiriiiiriinieiiecteteerceee s C171

[Comment: That brief also raised the issue and described the factual
pattern of judicial wrongdoing, summarized at C:1738C and discussed
from a legal standpoint at C:2388D.]

a) Table Of CONEENES.......c.c.coouiiiiiiriiici et C:172
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Table of the Special Appendix (in the same volume as the brief)...........cc........ C:181

1) Special Appendix items (SPA-#) ..ccooerireiirineeneceece e A:1379
Appendix (in a volume separate from the brief) ...........cccccoceoviiniinniinnnins A:1-430
Statement of Issues Presented for ReVIEW ..........cccocoivirivncincinnccncncccene C:186
Statement of the Case ..........ccociviiiiiiiniiic e C:188
Statement Of FACES .........ccccuiiiiiiiniiiicccc e C:190
Summary of the Argument...........cccceeivieiniiiiiniiicec e C:205
The ATGUIMENL......ccooviiiiiiiiiiiiccccc et s C:209
Relief SOUGht ..o C:244

B. Judicial misconduct complaint against
Chief Judge John M. Walker, Jr., CA2

22. Dr. Cordero’s 5-page Statement of Facts of March 19, 2004, setting forth
a complaint under 28 U.S.C. §351 against C.]. Walker, addressed, under
Rule 18(e) [C:98] 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 ..........cccccccveiiniininnnnne C:271
Attachments:
a) the Official CA2 Complaint Form for filing complaints against
judicial officers under 28 U.S.C. §372(C).......ccceurururmimiiiiriiiiiiiiicccceiiecccces C:276
b) Table of DOCUMENLES..........c.ccoviiuiiiiiniiiicciectrctee ettt C:279
Exhibits:

c) 25 pages of documents (listed in the Table of Documents, C:2798I)

dated after the original judicial misconduct complaint of August 11,
2003, against Judge Ninfo and accompanying the Statement of Facts;
among them are the following ones not already listed above:

7) Notice of the Bankruptcy Court, WBNY, of February 3, 2004,
of Chapter 13 Bankruptcy Case, Meeting of Creditors and
DEAAIINES ...ttt ettt aeereens C:289

[This notice concerns the voluntary bankruptcy petition, docket no. 04-
20280, filed on January 27, 2004, by David and Mary Ann DelLano, who
named Dr. Cordero among their creditors (C:598).]

8) Dr. Cordero’s Objections of March 4, 2004, to Confirmation
of the Plan of Debt Repayment submitted by Debtors David
and Mary Ann DeLano...........cccccoiiiiiiiiiiicccceeees C:291
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9) Dr. Cordero’s Outline of his Oral Argument on December 11,
2003, paper copies of which were delivered to the members of

the CA2 panel on the day of argument..........cccccccevvevnivnninnccnenne.

TABLE: Main Papers in In re Premier Van et al., docket no. 03-
5023, CA2, with the numbers of the pages where they
appear in the Appendix [cf. A:#] to Dr. Cordero’s opening

DPIief [Col71] it

d) Title page of the separate exhibits volume titled “Evidentiary

DOCUIMICINES . .. e e e e e e e e e e e e e e s e e eeeeseeeesraeeneeeeesaaanns

i) “Evidentiary Documents...”

[Comment: This separate volume of exhibits included pages A-1-507,
which had accompanied Dr. Cordero’s complaint of August 11, 2003,
against Judge Ninfo and other court officers (see the comments at
ToEC>C:61 under a) above). As revised, those exhibits are now found
mostly with the same page numbers in pages A:1-507. In addition, the
“Evidentiary” volume included the following pertinent exhibits created in
and since August 2003:

83. Dr. Cordero's motion of August 8, 2003, for Judge Ninfo to
transfer Pfuntner v. Trustee Gordon et al., no. 02-2230, WBNY,
to the U.S. District Court in Albany, NDNY, and recuse

RIMSEIE AUE 10 DIAS ..o e e e

84. Dr. Cordero’s motion of November 3, 2003, in CA2 for leave
to file an updating supplement of evidence of bias in Judge

Ninfo’s denial of Dr. Cordero’s request for a trial by jury .................

85. Dr. Cordero’s motion of December 28, 2003, in CA2 for leave
to brief the issue raised at oral argument by the CA2 panel
hearing In re Premier Van et al, no. 03-5023, of CA2’s

jurisdiction to decide that case...........cccovvveviiccccciccninnnccces

Dr. Cordero’s motion of March 22, 2004, in CA2 for CA2 C.J. Walker to
recuse himself from In re Premier Van et al., no. 03-5023, CA2, and from
considering the pending petition for panel rehearing and hearing en

DAIYIC e e e et e e e e e e ———————eeeeaaaaa———————aaeraaaan————

a) Table Of CONLENLS .......coeieuiriiieieeccrec e

CA2 Clerk MacKechnie’s letter by Deputy Allen of March 24, 2004,
acknowledging receipt of the complaint against C.J. Walker and

imposing compliance with certain formal requirements for filing it.................

Dr. Cordero’s letter of March 24, 2004, to Circuit Judge Dennis Jacobs, as
the circuit judge eligible to become the next chief judge of the Circuit,
asking in connection with the obstacles placed to filing his misconduct

....... C:296

....... C:302

....... C:303

....... C:315
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complaint of March 19, 2004, against C.]. Walker whether:

i) Clerk Allen violated FRAP Rule 25(4), which provides that
“The clerk must not refuse to accept for filing any paper
presented for that purpose solely because it is not presented in
proper form as required by these rules or by any local rule or
practice” ; and

ii) Clerk Allen handled the complaint as she normally does
any other or as part of a pattern of coordinated acts aimed at
preventing Dr. Cordero from filing his judicial misconduct
COMPLATNE. ..ttt s C:316

Exhibit

a) Title page of the separate volume titled “Evidentiary Documents”
supporting Dr. Cordero’s complaint of March 19, 2004, against
Chief Judge Walker ... C:302 above

Dr. Cordero’s letter of March 25, 2004, to CA2 Judge Robert D. Sack
requesting that as member of the Judicial Council of the Second Circuit
he cause the Council to investigate:

i) why his judicial misconduct complaint charging disregard
of the law and rules by Judge Ninfo and others has been
dealt with by C.J. Walker disregarding the law at 28 U.S.C.
§351 and the rules, such as those of the Council governing
misconduct complaints [C:75], both of which require that
such complaints be handled ‘promptly and expeditiously’;
and

iil) why the Court of Appeals failed even to discuss the
question of misconduct when dismissing his appeal in In re
Premier Van et al., no. 03-5023 [see the entry and comment at
LG 5 [T RS EUSR PRSP C:319

Clerk MacKechnie’s letter of March 29, 2004, advising Dr. Cordero that
his letter to Judge Sack was forwarded to her office and that the matter
TSR0 Nale (S aalo) 01<) Lo <) o= Lu (e s VERR RO RTRT C:320

Dr. Cordero’s resubmission of March 29, 2004, to comply with formal
requirements imposed by Clerks MacKechnie and Allen, of the March 19
Statement of Facts of the complaint against CA2 Chief Judge Walker ......... C:271 above

Accompanied by:

unattached: Official CA2 Complaint Form for filing complaints against
judicial officers under 28 U.S.C. §351 ........cccoccuimiiiiiiiiiiiiicccree e C:321

attached: 25 pages of documents (listed in the Table of Documents,
C:27981) which were created after the original judicial misconduct
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complaint of August 11, 2003 (Y22.c above).

. The separate volume of exhibits after substituting “Exhibits” for
“Evidentiary Documents” on its title page and removing the exhibits
that were not referred to in the Statement of Facts, which changes were
made to the original volume (§22.d.i) above) to overcome the CA2 clerks’
filing obstacle (C:315; cf. C:316).

i) Title page of the separate volume titled “Exhibits” .........c..cccoccoennennnee. C:324

. Clerk MacKechnie’s letter of March 29, 2004, to Dr. Cordero, accompa-
nying the removed Table of Contents and pages 1-25 from each of the
five copies of the resubmitted Statement of Facts because they were
duplicates of pages in the separate volume titled “Exhibits” ...............c..cccceeeeneninie. C:325

[Comment: What reason would the Clerk of Court herself have to waste
her time determining whether a fiing has duplicates or a table of
contents? What harm is done by including them? None!, unless it is that
the filing is a judicial misconduct complaint against the Chief Judge so
that any pretext must be used to raise obstacle after obstacle intended
to wear down the complainant and dissuade him from filing his
complaint; and failing that, every means is used to eliminate from the
complaint as much material as possible.]

. Clerk MacKechnie’s letter by Deputy Allen of March 30, 2004, acknowl-
edging receipt of a complaint and giving notice of filing it on March 29
and docketing it under no. 04-8510 ...........cccooeiviriiiniiiniiiircieeeee e C:326

. Dr. Cordero’s motion of April 18, 2004, in CA2 for leave to update the
motion for Chief Judge Walker to recuse himself from In re Premier Van
et al., no. 03-5023, CA2, with recent evidence of a tolerated pattern of
disregard for law and rules further calling into question the Chief

Judge’s objectivity and impartiality to judge similar conduct on appeal .................. C:337
a) Table Of CONEENLS .......cceoieuiriiieieirccrce ettt C:338
b) Table Of EXNIDItS.....c.ccciviiiiriiieireiciec e C:358

. CA2’s order of May 4, 2004, by C.J. Walker, CA2 Judge James L. Oakes,
and CA2 Judge Richard C. Wesley, denying Dr. Cordero’s motion of
March 22, 2004, for “recusal of Chief Judge Walker from petition for rehearing
and petition for rehearing en banc” in In re Premier Van et al., no. 03-5023 ..................... C:359

. CA2’s amended order, by C.J. Walker, J. Oakes, and J. Katzmann, of
May 10, 2004, signed by Motions Staff Attorney Arthur Heller, denying
Dr. Cordero’s motion for recusal of C.J. WalKer .............cccoeevveeveecieeieeceeeeeeereeereene C:360

. Dr. Cordero’s motion of May 31, 2004, in CA2 for CA2 C.J. Walker either
to state his arguments for denying the motions [of March 22, C:303; and
of April 18, C:337] that he disqualify himself from considering the
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pending petition for panel rehearing and hearing en banc and from
having anything else to do with In re Premier Van et al., no. 03-5023, or
disqualify himself and failing that for CA2 to disqualify the Chief Judge

ERETEIOMN ..ottt
a) Table Of CONEENES .....c.coeiiiiriiieieieete et
b) Table Of EXNIDItS.....c.cccorieirieiiiriciniciiececntceeesc ettt

9. Excerpt from Dr. Cordero’s Request of May 31, 2004, that the
FBI open an investigation into the link between the pattern of
non-coincidental, intentional, and coordinated disregard for
the law, rules, and facts in the U.S. Bankruptcy and District
Courts for the Western District of New York and the money
generated by the concentration in the hands of individual
trustees of thousands of open cases, including cases patently
undeserving of relief under the Bankruptcy Code [see
ToEC:>C:641 and comment thereunder for access to those

[oF= 1] = 1] [FU TR PSS

CAZ2’s order of August 2, 2004, denying Dr. Cordero’s motion of May 31,
2004, (C:361) for Chief Judge Walker to recuse himself or be disqualified

by the Court from In re Premier Van et al. ..........c..cccooeeivciniininiiniciniiciecenenne

Clerk MacKechnie’s letter by Deputy Clerk Allen of September 28,
2004, to Dr. Cordero notifying him of the dismissal of his complaint, no.
04-8510, against Chief Judge Walker and indicating that the deadline for

filing a petition for review is October 29, 2004 ..............cccccoceviiinnnnicicnnee,

Attachment

a) Order of Acting Chief Judge Dennis Jacobs of September 24, 2004,
dismissing as moot Dr. Cordero’s judicial conduct complaint, no.
04-8510, against Chief Judge Walker, [C:271] filed on March 29,
2004, Dbecause his complaint against Judge Ninfo had been

“dismissed by order entered on June 9, 2004 ...........cccoceoieiriiiniiiniinnennnes

[Comment: Actually, the complaint against Judge Ninfo was dismissed
on June 8, not 9, by Judge Jacobs himself (C:145, 148) and was entered
also on June 8 by the Court (C:144). This mistake further reveals with how
little care this othewise perfunctory dismissal was dashed out. (cf. C:711)]

CA2’s statement of October 13, 2004, that Chief Judge Walker recused
himself from further consideration of In re Premier Van et al., no. 03-5023,
CA2, contained at the bottom of the Court’s denial of Dr. Cordero’s
motion to quash [C:719] the order of August 30, 2004, of Bankruptcy

Judge NInfo [Ci744] ...t

[Comment: Dr. Cordero made his three motions of March 22, April 18,
and May 31, 2004 (C:303, 337, 361) for C.J. Walker to recuse himself from
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considering his petition for rehearing (C:122) after the dismissal (C:119) of
his appeal In re Premier Van et al., no. 03-5023 [C:171]. The Chief Judge
denied them without a word of explanation on May 10 and August 2
(C:359-360, 389). During all those months and thereafter other motions
were denied by the panel of which the Chief remained a member just
as the 8351 judicial misconduct complaint against him by Dr. Cordero
was dismissed on September 24 (C:391). Then unexpectedly on October
13, C.J. Walker had the Court state in an asterisk note at the foot of an
order denying (C:393) something else that he had recused himself from
In re Premier. He gave no explanation whatsoever therefor. Too little too
late as well as doubtful.

Indeed, just a few days later, on October 26, the Court denied Dr.
Cordero’s petition for rehearing in In re Premier (C:394). It stated that the
denial was ordered “upon consideration by the panel [C:119] that decided the
appeal’. That panel, of course, included C.J. Walker. The order did not
state that the denial was ordered ‘by the remaining members of the
panel’. Nor did it state the names of the deciding judges; it was simply
signed by Arthur Heller, Esq., a motion staff attorney. Dr. Cordero’s
motion for naming the judges who denied his rehearing motion (C:403)
was not even filed and was returned.]

. CA2's order of October 26, 2004, stating that “upon consideration by the
panel [C:119] that decided the appeal”, Dr. Cordero’s petition for panel
rehearing and hearing en banc in In re Premier Van et al. was denied........................ C:394

[Comment: No reason for that denial was provided either. Cf. Dr.
Cordero’s brief petitioning to the U.S. Supreme Court for a writ of
certiorari to CA2 (A:1601) and its summarizing Table of Headings
(A:1633), which point to CA2’s indifference to judicial wrongdoing and its
failure to discharge its responsibility to safeguard the integrity of judicial
process.]

. Dr. Cordero’s motion of November 2, 2004, for CA2 to stay the mandate
after denying his petition for panel rehearing and hearing en banc in In
re Premier Van et al., 03-D023 ... e e e e e e et e eeeeseeeesseeeeeeeeeeaesnnne C:395

. Dr. Cordero’s motion of November 3, 2004, for CA2 to state the names

of the panel members that denied his motion for panel rehearing
(returned UNFIled) ........ooeiiiiii e C:403

. Dr. Cordero’s motion of November 8, 2004, for CA2 to report In re
Premier Van et al., no. 03-5023, to the U.S. Attorney General under 18
U.S.C. §3057(a) [C:405] for investigation of the evidence of a bankruptcy
FIAUd SCREIMIE. ..ottt ettt e e eaa e e et e esaaeesnaeesnnees C:404

a) Table Of CONEENES .....co.cuiriiiiiiciicicctre ettt C:405

[Comment: The motion to report In re Premier to the U.S. Attorney
General was returned unfiled. However, the duty that Congress imposed
under 83057(a) (C:405) on judges to report bankruptcy fraud is
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independent from whether anybody has any case in any court.

Likewise, under 28 U.S.C. 8351(b) “on the basis of information available
to the chief judge of a circuit” such chief judge can “identify a
complaint for purposes of this chapter” on judicial misconduct in order to
proceed under it “and thereby dispense with the fiing of a written
complaint”. Despite the refusal to file that November 8 motion, Chief
Judge Walker received information about the support given by Judge
Ninfo and others to a bankruptcy fraud scheme and could have
proceeded based thereon either to launch an investigation under 8351
or to report the information to the Attorney General under §3057(a)
(C:405).

The fact is that the Chief Judge first received such information when Dr.
Cordero filed his opening brief of July 9, 2003, (C:171) in In re Premier, of
whose panel the Chief was a member. He received even more
corroborating and updating information in the several motions that Dr.
Cordero subsequently filed (C:108 & D:426; C:296, 381; D:441), as well as
in the complaint against Judge Ninfo of August 11, 2003 (C:1 & 63; E:1), in
the letter to him of February 2, 2004 (C:105) and in the motions that
followed. Why did Chie Judge Walker fail to take any action to perform
his duty to safeguard the integrity of the judicial system in the circuit of
which he is supposed to be the foremost steward?]

CAZ2’s order of November 8, 2004, denying Dr. Cordero’s motion to stay

the mandate, before Judge Oakes and Judge Katzmann..........c..cccceccvniiinncnnns
CAZ2’s order of November 8, 2004, issuing the mandate...............ccccoeevnrnnnnnee.
Docket of In re Premier Van et al., no. 03-5023, CA2, as of May 15, 2006..........

Dr. Cordero’s motion of February 9, 2004, for an extension of time to
file a petition for rehearing and for a stay of the mandate due to the CA2
clerk’s untimely notification to him that his appeal In re Premier Van et
al., no. 03-5023, had been dismissed; and CA2’s order of February 23,

2004, Sranting it............cocooiiiiiiiiiiiiieeee e e

Dr. Cordero’s motion of April 11, 2004, for declaratory judgment that CA2
officers intentionally violated law and rules as part of a pattern of
coordinated wrongdoing to complainant’s detriment and for CA2 to

launch an INVestigation..........ccccoiiiiiiiiiic e
a) Table Of CONEENES......c.ceoiiiiirieiiriicc ettt
a) Table of EXNIDItS ......ccccvririiiiiieicieccccc e

Dr. Cordero’s letter of April 11, 2004, to the parties served with his
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motion for declaratory judgment.............ccocccoveiniiiiiiiniinie

Dr. Cordero’s letter of April 12, 2004, to Circuit Executive Milton
transmitting confidentially to her a package of information and asking
that she take action concerning his motion for declaratory judgment and
to that end “I also request that you restrict the circulation of this letter to people
that are not in a position to retaliate against me” [cf.C:537 below] ........................l.

Exhibits

a) Dr. Cordero’s motion of April 11, 2004, for declaratory judgment........... C:442 above

b) Dr. Cordero’s Memorandum of March 30, 2004, to the parties on
the facts, implications, and requests concerning the DeLanos’
Chapter 13 bankruptcy petition, docket no. 04-20280, WBNY ..........ccccceevvinienenes

1) Table Of CONENLS .....c.coueiririiiriiiriciicct et

Clerk of Court MacKechnie’s letter of April 13, 2004, to Dr. Cordero
returning to him his April 11 motion and advising him that it was not
filed because misconduct complaints do not allow motion practice and
the Chief Judge cannot launch an investigation since he was named in
the COMPIAINL.cciiiriiiitiiniitnniieersesssseesessesseesstsssssssesssassssssssessens

[Comment: However, Clerk MacKechnie cited no legal provision for her
allegation. Nor could she have cited any because 28 U.S.C. 8351 et seq.
do not prohibit motion practice at all, a subject on which those sections
are silent, as are also the Council’s Rules Governing §351 complaints
(C:75).

Likewise, Rule 18(e) of those Rules (C:98) provide that when the chief
judge is the subject of a complaint “responsibilities of the chief judge

under these rules will be assigned to the circuit judge eligible to become
the next chief judge of the circuit”.

This shows how Clerk MacKechnie abused her power by acting in self-
interest to prevent Dr. Cordero’s April 11 motion (C:442), which
complained against her and clerks under her authority, from reaching
the CA2 judges formally. In so doing, she deprived him of access to the
Court for judicial determination of a controversy, for the protection of his
legal rights, and for the safeguard of his interests. (Cf. C: 509, 513 and
777).]

Dr. Cordero’s request of April 18, 2004, to Clerk MacKechnie to review
her decisions concerning Dr. Cordero’s complaint against the clerks’
pattern of mishandling his judicial misconduct complaints.............ccccccocecininecncanee.

a) Table Of CONEENES.....cc.cciviiiiiieiricietcrc ettt

Dr. Cordero’s letter of April 19, 2004, to Circuit Executive Milton
accompanying a copy of his April 18 request to Clerk MacKechnie for
TEVICW ..ottt
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Letter of Fernando Galindo, Acting Clerk of Court, of April 27, 2004, to
Dr. Cordero returning unfiled his April 18 request to Clerk MacKechnie
to review her decisions because “The Rules governing the judicial conduct

procedure (28 U.S.C. 8351) does (sic) not allow motion practice” ...........cc........

[Comment: Neither Clerk Galindo cited in support of that allegation any
provision of 8351 et seq. or the Council’s Rules Governing 8351
complaints (C:75); cf. the entries and comments at C:491, 513 and 777]

Dr. Cordero’s letter of April 28, 2004, to Clerk MacKechnie and to the
attention of Deputy Allen objecting to their decision to return unfiled
his April 18 request for review and the conflict of interest in not
allowing the panel of the Court in session to pass judgment on a legal

question involving a complaint against the clerks..................cccccoooii

Dr. Cordero’s letter of April 29, 2004, to Circuit Executive Milton
concerning her lack of response to his April 12 and 19 letters (C:466, 508)
despite her request to him in her March 30 letter (C:143) that he “direct
any future question to me”, and that he did so confidentially in his April 12
letter to her (C:466), nevertheless Clerk MacKechnie was able to make

reference to it in her April 13 letter to him (Ci491) ...c.ccccevvvevnevinniincinnee.

Exhibit
a) Dr. Cordero’s letter of April 28, 2004, to Clerks MacKechnie and

Circuit Executive Milton’s letter of May 14, 2004, to Dr. Cordero stating
that Clerk MacKechnie “acted in a manner that is consistent with the
rules governing judicial conduct matters, 28 U.S.C. §351 [which] do not
allow motion practice” and that the Circuit Executive does not have

jurisdiction to refer a matter to the FBI ............cccccoooiiiiis

[Comment: One would reasonably expect that the Circuit Executive of a
judicial circuit would reflexively cite the specific provision of a legal
instrument in support of her contention, and all the more so if the
instrument was created by the circuit itself, as is the case with the “rules
governing judicial conduct matters” (cf. 75), which Executive Milton simply
mentioned generally.

Executive Milton could not have cited any provision in particular
because as a matter of fact those Rules (C:75) do not even mention
motion practice, let alone prohibit it. Since she can be imputed with
knowledge of Rules that she herself referred Dr. Cordero to, did she
simply pretend that they prohibit motion practice in order to dispose of
Dr. Cordero’s complaint and get rid of him? Was this what also Clerk of
Court MacKechnie (C:491), Acting Clerk of Court Galindo (C:509) and
Clerk Allen (C:777) did?

The likelihood that Executive Milton may have made up such pretense is
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increased by the disingenuous statement that she did not have
jurisdiction to refer the matter to the FBIl. The fact is that nobody needs
“jurisdiction” or authority to bring a matter to the FBI, just as nobody
needs it to report to the police a crime or a belief that a criminal offense
may have been committed.

On the contrary, the broad language of 18 U.S.C. 83057(a) (C:405)
imposes a duty to make a report to the U.S. Attorney on any judge that
may have just a reasonable belief, not even evidence, that a
bankruptcy law has been violated. (cf. C:404) Since Executive Milton is
appointed by and works for judges, she could invoke such provision, that
is, if she needed to invoke any, to make such report to the U.S. Attorney
or the FBI.]

. Dr. Cordero’s motion of May 15, 2004, for declaratory judgment that the
legal grounds for updating an appeal’s opening and reply briefs and
expanding upon their issues also apply to similar papers under 28 U.S.C.
CRAPLET 16 ...ttt ettt ettt b e st be sttt en C:514

a) Table Of CONENLS.....cc.ccuiiriiicieirce et C:518

. Dr. Cordero’s letter of June 19, 2004, to CA2 Chief Judge Walker, stating
that the CA2 judicial misconduct orders and materials have not been
made publicly available, as required under Rule 17(a) and (b) of the
Judicial Council’s Rules Governing Complaints Against Judicial Officers,
and requesting that those orders and materials be made available to
him for his research and writing use before the deadline of July 9, 2004
(C:144) for submitting his petition for review of the dismissal (C:145) of

his complaint against Judge Ninfo (C:63) .........cccoceoiviririniiniiiniiincicccece, C:530
a) Rule 17(a) and (b) of the Rules of the Judicial Council of the Second
Circuit Governing Complaints against Judicial Officers............ccccoceviiinnnines C:531

. Dr. Cordero’s letter of June 30, 2004, to Chief Judge Walker, stating that
the Court’s archiving of all judicial misconduct rules in the National
Archives in Missouri! except those for the last three years constitutes a
violation of Rule 17 (C:531; also at C:96) of the Judicial Council’s Rules
Governing Misconduct Complaints...........c.cccooeieiiiiiniiiiniiniiiciccccccees C:533

a) OfficeDepot catalog page on binders and number of pages they can

[Those binders could have been used to hold the orders and keep them
at the CA2 courthouse so as to ensure their availability to the public, as
required by law and rule, rather than send them to the National Archives
in Missouri.]

. Dr. Cordero’s letter of July 1, 2004, to Fernando Galindo, CA2 Chief
Deputy of the Clerk of Court, concerning the warning to him by Clerk
Harris, Head of the In-take Room, that if he nodded a third time in the
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reading room while reading misconduct orders, she would call the
marshals on him [Cf.C:466 @DOVE] .........ccoveeuiieiiicieceeceeeeeeeeee e C:537

63. CA2’s order of August 2, 2004, denying Dr. Cordero’s May 15 motion
[C:514] for declaratory judgment that the legal grounds for updating
opening and reply appeal briefs and expanding upon their issues also
apply to similar papers under 28 U.S.C. Chapter 16 .............cccccooceneirinenennrcnennnnenn C:540

D. Appeal to the Judicial Council, 2™ Cir., from the
dismissal of the misconduct complaint against Judge
Ninfo, WBNY

64. Dr. Cordero’s petition of July 8, 2004, to the Judicial Council of the
Second Circuit, addressed to Clerk of Court MacKechnie, for review of
the dismissal of his judicial misconduct complaint of August 11, 2003,

against Judge Ninfo and other court officers, docket no. 03-8547, CA2 .................... C:551
a) Table Of CONEENES......c.cciriiuiirieircietcrc ettt C:551
b) Table Of EXNIDItS ......cccoeoieiiiirieieiricicrcce et C:561

8. Table of CA2 Judicial Misconduct Orders: orders made

10.

available to Petitioner Dr. Cordero on July 1, 2004, by CA2 to
be read in its Reading Room two weeks after he requested
them to prepare his petition to the Judicial Council for review
of the dismissal of his complaint, no. 03-8547, CA2, against
Judge Ninfo, WBNY, but no docket-sheet record was available,
though required under Rule 17(a) [C:96]; and dissenting
opinions and separate statements by Judicial Council
members, if written, were not available (listed in the order in
which they were found in the CA2 2003 binder) ............cccccoeuueeee.

Table of All 15 Memoranda and Orders of the Judicial
Conference of the U.S. Committee to Review Circuit Council
Conduct and Disability Orders (text at C:1611) sent in May and
July 2004 to Dr. Cordero from the General Counsel’s Office of
the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts [cf. C:681] and
showing how few complaints under 28 U.S.C. §351 et seq. are
allowed to reach the Judicial Conference as petitions for
review of judicial council action [as of July 2004; cf. C:973 et seq.]

Title page of the Report of September 23, 2003, of the
Proceedings of the Judicial Conference of the United States,
presented by Chief Justice William H. Rehnquist..........................

(@) Report of September 23, 2003, of the Proceedings of the

.............. C:564

.............. C:566

.............. C:567
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Judicial Conference, and Reports of March and
September 2003 and March 2004, of the Judicial
Conference’s Committee to Review Circuit Council
Conduct and Disability Orders, all stating that there are
no pending petitions for review of judicial council action

ON MISCONAUCE OTARTS .o,

11. Supreme Court of the United States 2003 Year-end Report on
the Federal Judiciary: from 7,924 filings in the 2001 Term to

8,255 in the 2002 Term; www.supremecourtus.gov ...........ccceceerueuene

[Comment: In a society as litigious as ours, as further shown above by the
number of filings in the Supreme Court alone, can it reasonably be
assumed for a second that it is a natural occurrence that for years in a
row there is not a single petition for review to the Judicial Conference
from any of the 13 circuits in connection with judicial misconduct
complaints under 28 U.S.C. 8351 et seq.? (C:1711)

It would be patently untenable to pretend that not even one of all the
8351 complainants to the chief judges was dissatisfied with a chief
judge’s final order concerning his complaint so as to petition one of the
judicial councils for review thereof under 8352(c). It is just as untenable to
allege that not a single petitioner to any of the councils was “aggrieved”
under 8357(a) by a council’s action so as to petition the Judicial
Conference for review thereof. It is equally untenable to even suggest
that of all the complaints filed during the course of years there is not one
meritorious enough for any of the councils to refer under 8354(b) to the
Conference.

Consequently, it necessarily follows that the occurrence of “no pending
petitions for review of judicial council action on misconduct orders” is the result
of the non-coincidental, intentional, and coordinated determination of
the judges of the 13 councils, with the conniving approval of those who
are also members of the Conference, both to prevent complaints, not to
mention their own action on them, from being reviewed and to put an
end to them at the earliest stage possible.

The Supreme Court is responsible for ensuring respect for the rule of law
through its application not only by, but also to, judges. Hence, it too is to
blame for having allowed the entrenchment of the attitude of flagrant
disregard for the Judicial Conduct and Disability Act of 1980 by judges,
chief judges, and their councils and Conference, and for having
tolerated its deleterious effect on the integrity of judicial process. (Cf.
A:16628D; ToEC:>C:973 and Comment thereunder)]

12. News release of the Supreme Court of June 10, 2004, on the
Organizational Meeting of the Judicial Conduct and Disability
Act Study Committee chaired by Justice Stephen Breyer upon
appointment by  Chief Justice William Rehnquist;
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http://www.supremecourtus.gov/publicinfo/ press/pr_04-13-04.html..............

13. Statement of Mr. James Sensenbrenner, Chairman of the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary of the House of Representatives, of
May 26, 2004, regarding the new Commission on Judicial

Misconduct; http:/ /judiciary.house.gov..........ccccviiiiinniiiiinnnne.

17. The DeLano Bankruptcy Petition, A test case that illustrates
how a bankruptcy petition riddled with red flags as to its good
faith is accepted without review by the trustee and readied for

confirmation by the bankruptcy court ................cocccviiiininnie.

18. Notice of the U.S. Bankruptcy Court, WBNY, of February 3,
2004, of Meeting of Creditors and Deadlines after the joint
filing on January 27, 2004, by David and Mary Ann DeLano of
a voluntary bankruptcy petition, docket no. 04-20280, under

Chapter 13 of U.S.C. Title 1T .ccoocirieiiirieinieiriecirceniecieccneceeeeeeieeees

(a) Certificate of Mailing containing names and addresses

of the DeLanos’ creditors and other parties.......c..ccocceeevrercnncns

[Comment: The list includes Dr. Cordero, who was named by the
DelLanos as one of their creditors (C:598); see also other addresses at
C:619, 1051, and ToeC:8VII.]

19. Petition by David DeLano and Mary Ann DeLano, dated
January 26, 2004, for voluntary bankruptcy under 11 U.S.C.

Chapter 13, with Schedules A-J .......ccccccoviviniiiiiniiincinicneeeeeees

(a) Statement of Financial Affairs.........ccccoeveveenennincncinencccneee,

20. Chapter 13 Plan for Debt Repayment of David and Mary Ann

DeLano, dated January 26, 2004.............ccccociiiiniiiiininicccececceees

21. Useful addresses for investigating the judicial misconduct and
bankruptcy fraud scheme revealed by the DeLano case (see also

other addresses at C:583) .......coeoiiirinieiiinerec e

65. Acting Clerk of Court Fernando Galindo’s letter of July 9, 2004,
returning to Dr. Cordero his 10-page petition for review of July 8
because “It has been the long-standing practice of this court to...establish the
definition of brief as applied to the statement of grounds for petition to five

pages” (emphasis in the Original) .........cccciiiiiiei e e e e e e e

[Comment: However, such practice was nowhere stated to give notice
to potential petitioners so that they would not waste their time, effort,
and money writing more than 5 pages. How odd: a federal court of
appeals that either does not understand or disregards the fundamental
notion of notice as a prerequisite for achieving fairness in judicial
process.]
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Dr. Cordero’s letter of July 13, 2004, to Acting Clerk Galindo
accompanying his revised petition for review and protesting CA2’s
failure to give notice of the practice of limiting petitions for review to
five pages; and demonstrating the inconsistency of requiring that
petitions not be submitted with any other documents ................................

Dr. Cordero’s petition to the Judicial Council, 24 Cir., of July 8, 2004,
addressed to Acting Clerk of Court Galindo, as reformatted and
resubmitted on July 13, 2004, containing the statement of grounds for
review under Rules 5 and 8(e)(2) of this Circuit's Rules Governing
Judicial Misconduct Complaint [C:82 & 86], of the dismissal of his
complaint against Judge Ninfo...........cccccccoeiniiininniinicccees

a) Title page of the separate volume of exhibits after the exhibits
attached to the July 8 petition were refused for filing.............ccc.c......

b) Table of Exhibits of the separate volume of exhibits...........cccccoeeeueee

22. Chief Judge Walker violated his obligations under 28 U.S.C.
§351 and the Judicial Council implementing rules [C:75] with
respect to the complaint against Judge John C. Ninfo, II, in
several substantive aspects so as to raise the reasonable
inference that the complaint’s dismissal was also decided in
violation thereof...............cccoiiiie,

23. A Chapter 7 Trustee with 3,383 cases! How the Trustee
showed that with such workload he could not and did not pay
attention to the facts and merits of each case; yet, Judge Ninfo
and the U.S. Trustee protected him from a complaint about his
performance and fitness to serve and even dismissed claims of
negligence against the Trustee without allowing any discovery

[Comment: The cases of Chapter 7 Trustee Kenneth Gordon can be
seen, as reported on the stated dates by PACER (Public Access to Court
Electronic Records) in section ,,C. Searches on PACER...* (ToEC:9112),
Through the hyperlinks there, the PACER reports are available in PDF and
WORD files. Furthermore, those with access to PACER can access the
docket itself of each case through the active hyperlinks in the WORD files.

For a current list of such cases, log in to PACER directly through,
http://pacer.psc.uscourts.gov/, click on ,,Query*, and enter the values
»Gordon, Kenneth*. This will return a list of hyperlinks with permutations of
the name Kenneth W. Gordon through which the cases can be
accessed where he appears as party (pty), trustee (tr), or attorney (aty).

The number of cases thus found will make it possible to establish the rate
at which Trustee Gordon adds new cases every day. This was a
suspiciously overwhelming rate when such comparative exercise was last
performed on the number of cases that he had on November 3, 2003,
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and June 26, 2004. (C:14061116-18)]

All of the above also holds, mutatis mutandis, for the cases of Chapter 13
George M. Reiber.]

CA2 Clerk MacKechnie’s cover letter by Deputy Allen of July 16, 2004,
to Dr. Cordero acknowledging receipt of his petition to the Judicial
Council, wrongly referring to it as of February 13, rather than July 13,
2004, for review of the dismissal of his complaint, docket no. 03-8547,
CA2, against Judge Ninfo; and returning the also unaccepted separate

VOIUME Of @XIIDIES .o e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e

Sample of Dr. Cordero’s letters of July 30, 2004, to Circuit Judge
Rosemary S. Pooler and the other members of the Judicial Council to let
them know that neither the volume of exhibits nor the table of exhibits
accompanying his petition for review was accepted by CA2 for filing but
instead both were returned unfiled and sending a copy of the table as

well as of the 5-page petition to each of them............ccccccooiiiiiiiiie

a) List of member of the Judicial Council, 2nd Cir.,, to whom Dr.

Cordero sent the letters of July 30, 2004...........cccoeivireiiniiviniininciriccieeenes

Dr. Cordero’s letter of July 31, 2004, to CA2 Clerk MacKechnie
accompanying a resubmitted separate bound volume of exhibits for the
petition for review and requesting that she file it so that the members of

the Judicial Council may request and obtain from her any or all exhibits..........

a) Title page of the separate volume of exhibits resubmitted by Dr.
Cordero on July 31, 2004, to Clerk MacKechnie for her to make
available to any member of the Judicial Council requesting any or
all of them on the basis of the table of exhibits accompanying his

letter of July 30 to each of them.............cccooiiiiiiiie,

Clerk MacKechnie’s letter of August 3, 2004, accompanying the return
unfiled of Dr. Cordero’s resubmitted volume of exhibits and the copies
of July 30, 2004, of the table of exhibits and the 5-page petition to Judge

DENNIS JACODS ......ocuiieeieiieieceeseee ettt st e e e ae s e ereeseeneas

Clerk MacKechnie’s letter by Deputy Allen of August 13, 2004,
accompanying the return of Dr. Cordero’s copies of July 30, 2004, of the

table of exhibits and the 5-page petition to Chief Judge Walker ........................

Clerk MacKechnie’s letter by Deputy Allen of August 18, 2004, accom-
panying the return of Dr. Cordero’s copies of July 30, 2004, of the table

of exhibits and the 5-page petition to Judge J. Straub (cf. C:652).........................

Sample of Dr. Cordero’s letters of August 27, 2004, to Chief Judge Edward
R. Korman, EDNY, and other members of the Judicial Council providing

them an update (cf. C:652) of his July 8 and 13 petition for review (C:623) ............
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a) Dr. Cordero’s statement regarding his petition to the Judicial
Council for review [C:623]of the dismissal [C:144] of the complaint
against Judge Ninfo [C:63] and updating it with evidence as of
August 27, 2004, pointing to lots of money generated by fraudulent
bankruptcy petitions as the force driving the complained-about bias
and pattern of non-coincidental, intentional, and coordinated acts of
disregard for the law, the rules, and the facts by Judge Ninfo and

others in WBNY and WDINY ....ooooooiieeeeeeeeeeeee e eeeeeeeee e e e eeaeseeens

b) Entries updating to August 27, 2004, the docket of In re David and

Mary Ann DeLano, no. 04-20280, WBNY ..o,

Clerk MacKechnie’s letter by Deputy Allen of August 31, 2004, on
behalf of CA2 Judge Dennis Jacobs and Judge Jose Cabranes, both of
whom “forwarded your unopened letter to this office for response”, and of C.J.
Walker, as well as of September 3, 2004, on behalf of CA2 Judge Guido
Calabresi, returning to Dr. Cordero his August 27 letters without any

ACHION FAKEIN. ..o e e e e e e e e et eeeeeeee e eeaeeeeeeseaasneneeeeeeaaas

Clerk MacKechnie’s letter by Deputy Allen of October 6, 2004, notifying
Dr. Cordero of the Judicial Council’s order of September 30, 2004,
denying his petition for review of the dismissal of his complaint, docket

no. 03-8547, against Judge Ninfo..............cccooiiiiiicce,

a) Judicial Council’s order by Circuit Executive Milton of September

30, 2004, denying Dr. Cordero’s petition for review.....cvcecrcresncreencscnnes

[Comment: This order gives no explanation for the denial other than
indicating “for the reasons stated in the order dated June 8, 2004” (C:145)
that dismissed Dr. Cordero’s complaint, docket no. 03-8547, against
Judge Ninfo (C:63; cf. C:781); and wrongly stating that complaint’s filing
date as August 8, 2003, instead of August 28, 2003 (C:73)]

for an investigation of misconduct by clerks

Note of Jeffrey N. Barr, Esq., Assistant General Counsel at the General
Counsel’s Office of the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts, of May
13, 2004, to Dr. Cordero accompanying the 15 orders of the Judicial
Conference since the adoption of the Judicial Conduct and Disability

Act of 1980 [C:1611, but some orders were missing Pages] ......cccceevveeveeveereenreennn.

Dr. Cordero’s fax of June 23, 2004, to Asst. Gen. Counsel Barr at the
Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts, requesting the Judicial
Conference orders missing from the numbered series and the pages
missing from orders that were sent to him (C:1611); and asking for copies

....... C:660

....... C:667

....... C:671

....... C:672

....... C:681
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of Conduct and Disability orders of the judicial councils, particularly of

the Second Circuit, aNd StATISTICS . .uuveeeeeeee e e e e e eeaeeees

Dr. Cordero’s fax of July 2, 2004, sent again to Att. Barr requesting the

same materials as in the June 23 fax .......ccccoovvveeiieciicieceeee e

Dr. Cordero’s fax of July 15, 2004, sent a third time to Att. Barr

requesting the same materials as in the June 23 fax ........cccocccevvennccnecnnee.

Att. Barr’s letter of July 22, 2004, to Dr. Cordero sending him complete
copies of certain public orders of the Judicial Conference Committee to

Review Circuit Council Conduct and Disability Orders.............cccccueeennnee.

Dr. Cordero’s cover letter of July 29, 2004, to Jeffrey Barr accompanying
his complaint to the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts against
court administrative and clerical officers mishandling judicial

misconduct complaints and orders.............c.ccceoeviniiiiininiinee

Dr. Cordero’s complaint of July 28, 2004, to the Administrative Office
of the U.S. Courts against CA2 court administrative and clerical officers
and their mishandling of judicial misconduct complaints and orders to
the detriment of the public at large as well as of Dr. Richard Cordero

[never replied tO] ..o
a) Table Of CONLENLS........ceoiviiirieiiirciccc e
b) Table of EXhibits......ccccceiviiiiiiniiiiiiiniciicicciccccccceeeeae

F. Appeal to the Judicial Council from the dismissal

84.

85.

86.

of the misconduct complaint against C.J. Walker

Dr. Cordero’s petition of October 4, 2004, to the Judicial Council, 2nd
Cir., addressed to Clerk MacKechnie, for review of Acting Chief Judge
Dennis Jacobs’ order of September 24, 2004, dismissing (C:391) his
judicial misconduct complaint, docket no. 04-8510, against Chief Judge

WaALKET (C:271) ottt

Clerk MacKechnie’s cover letter by Deputy Allen of October 7, 2004, to
Dr. Cordero acknowledging receipt of his October 4 petition to the
Judicial Council for review of the dismissal of his complaint against C.J.

WWVALKKT ... sesmsmsseesesmeeemneennennnnnnn

Sample of Dr. Cordero’s letters of October 14, 2004, to Chief Judge
Richard J. Arcara, EDNY, and other members of the Judicial Council
submitting exhibits in support of the petition for review of the dismissal

of the complaint against C. J. Walker and requesting an investigation.......

a) Table of Exhibits for consideration by the members of the Judicial

............ C:682

C:682 above

C:682 above

............. C:684

............. C:685
............. C:685
............. C:698

............. C:711

............. C:716

............. C:.717
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Council in the context of the October 4 petition for review of the
dismissal of the complaint against C. J. Walker ............ccccoeciniinninniinicnnnne. C:718

4. Dr. Cordero’s motion of September 9, 2004, in CA2, to quash
the order of Judge Ninfo of August 30, 2004, to sever a claim
from the case on appeal In re Premier Van et al., no. 03-5023,

CA2, in order to try it in the bankruptcy case In re DeLano, no.
04-20280, WBNY, thus making a mockery of the appellate

PTOCESS ...ttt ettt ettt et sa e ettt et a e b ae s b b st nee C:719
(@) Table Of CONENLES ....c..ccevveieuiriiieieercer e C:722
(b) Table of EXRIDItS ....ccccueueueeeiiiiiriricccceiccc e C:739

1. Judge Ninfo’s letter of November 19, 2003, to CA2
Clerk MacKechnie submitting copies of his four
decisions of October 16 and 23, 2003, in Pfuntner v.
Trustee Gordon et al., no. 04-20280, WBNY, after having
received from an unstated source a copy of Dr.
Cordero’s CA2 Motion Information Sheet of October
31, 2003, that accompanied his motion in CA2 for leave
to file in In re Premier Van et al., no. 03-5023, CA2, an
updating supplement of evidence of bias in Judge
Ninfo’s denial of Dr. Cordero’s request for a trial by
JUTY ettt C:743

5. Judge Ninfo’s order of August 30, 2004, for Dr.
Cordero to take discovery of Debtor Mr. DeLano by
severing Dr. Cordero’s claim against the Debtor from
the CA2 case In re Premier Van et al., no. 03-5023, for
the purpose of trying it in Bankruptcy Court in In re
DeLano, NO. 04-20280 .......ueeeeeieiieeeeeeeeeeeeee ettt e e eeeeeaeereeeee e C:744

6. Dr. Cordero’s motion of August 14, 2004, in DeLano,
WBNY, for docketing and issue of the proposed
order, transfer, referral, examination, and other relief................ C:752

i) Table of Contents ..........ccceceiviiiniiiiiniiiniiiccce, C:752

ii) Dr. Cordero’s proposed order of August 14,
2004, to be issued by Judge Ninfo in In re
DeLano, no. 04-20280, WBNY, for docketing and
production of documents, investigation, etc....................... C:770

iii) Phone bill showing faxes sent by Dr. Cordero
to ] Ninfo's fax no. (5685)613-4299, thus belying
the court’s assertion that Dr. Cordero’s
documents had not been docketed because they
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had not been received .........cccccoovmeeemoeeeieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeenn.

10. Table of dates of key documents as of October 14, 2004,
concerning Dr. Cordero’s judicial misconduct complaints
in the Court of Appeals, docket nos. 03-8547 and 04-8510,
CA2, and the petitions to the Judicial Council for review
of the dismissals of those complaints [see updated

V22T Lo 4 = Lo o] =l @ K 0 I Rt

Useful information about the Judicial Council of the Second Circuit:

a) Table of names, addresses, and telephone numbers of the members
of the Judicial Council, displayed in tabular format for mail merge
(see also this information displayed as block addresses at C:112 and

CE. TOEC:79§VII) ..ttt

b) Official information about the Judicial Council of the Second

Circuit found in March 2006 at http:/ /www.ca2.uscourts.gov/ ...............

Clerk MacKechnie’s letter by Deputy Allen of October 20, 2004,
returning to Dr. Cordero the exhibits submitted on October 14 (C:717) to
Chief Judge Walker and Judges Jacobs and Straub and stating that “You

cannot supplement the file in the judicial complaint ProCedUre”.....ceeeeeereccsssscssasassseeces

[Comment: Clerk Allen cited no rule prohibiting the supplementation of
judicial complaints, for there is no such prohibition either in the CA2 Rules
(C:75) or in the statute at 28 U.S.C. 8351 et seq. (cf. the entries and
comments at ToE:C>C:491, >C:509, and >C:513)]

Clerk MacKechnie’s letter by Deputy Allen of November 10, 2004,
notifying Dr. Cordero of the Judicial Council’s order of November 10,
2004, denying his petition for review of the dismissal of his complaint,

docket no. 04-8510, against Chief Judge Walker .............ccccccovviiniinninniinnee.

a) Judicial Council’s order by Circuit Executive Milton of November

10, 2004, denying Dr. Cordero’s review petition........ceecveerccrnencsnsncsenenes

[Comment: This order gives no explanation for the denial other than
indicating “for the reasons stated in the order dated September 24, 2004”
(C:391) that dismissed Dr. Cordero’s complaint, docket no. 04-8510,
against Chief Judge Walker (C:271) When judges can deny a petition,
particularly one concerning a complaint against one of their own, let
alone their chief judge, without giving any explanation whatsoever,
what incentive do they have, not to mention what assurance do they
give the petitioner and the public at large, that they even read the
petition that they denied?]

Sample of Dr. Cordero’s letters of November 29, 2004, to CA2 Judge
Robert A. Katzmann and other members of the Second Circuit Judicial
Council and Court of Appeals explaining the factual basis and legal

Tbl of C:# pages supporting JDR’s call of 8/1/6 for class action and virtual firm of lawyers & investigators
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reasons for them to report evidence of judicial wrongdoing linked to a

bankruptcy fraud scheme............ccocccivieiiiiiiiiiniiiee

a) List of judges to whom Dr. Cordero sent his November 29 letter

WIEH QHEACHIMIEINES et e e e e e e e e e e e e e eeeaans

Attachments:

b) Sample of Dr. Cordero’s personalized request of November 29,
2004, to Judge Katzmann and each of the other judges to make a
report under 28 U.S.C. §3057(a) [C:405] to the Acting U.S. Attorney
General that an investigation should be had in connection with

offenses against U.S. bankruptcy laws........cccocccovviiinciiniinninncnicnces
1) Table Of CONENLS .....ccveuereirieiiriiriciceee e
ii) Table of EXNIDItS......c.cccveimieiiriricinieiiiciccccecceece e

Circuit Executive Milton’s letter of December 13, 2004, to Dr. Cordero
returning on behalf of CA2 Judge Jose Cabranes his October 14 (C:717)
and November 29 letters (C:782) and request (C:785), and stating that “you

have exhausted your remedies and therefore, you have no further recourse to
pursue those matters before the Judicial Council...| advise you to direct your

inquiries to other agencies if you feel that they may be of assistance to you.” ...............

Letter of Chief Judge Edward R. Korman, EDNY, of January 27, 2005,
replying to Dr. Cordero’s November 29 letter (C:782) that “The subject
matter of your complaint relates to proceedings in the Western District of New
York and as to which I have no personal knowledge” and suggesting that he

file a complaint with the U.S. Attorney’s Office, WDNY ..........ccccccoicivinnnnnes

denials by the Judicial Council of the petitions for

review of the dismissals of the complaints against Judge

Ninfo and C.J. Walker

Title page of Dr. Cordero’s petition of November 18, 2004, to the
Judicial Conference for review of the denials by the Judicial Council, 2nd
Cir., (C:672, 781) of his petitions for review (C:551, 711) concerning the
dismissals (C:145, 391) of his complaints no. 03-8547 and 04-8510, CA2

(263, 271) eeveeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeseeseeeseseeeseeeseeeeeeeeeseseeseeeseesseseeeseeesessseseseeeeeee

i) List of members of the Judicial Conference to whom Dr.

Cordero sent a copy of his November 18 petition for review .............

a) Dr. Cordero’s petition of November 18, 2004, to the Judicial
Conference for review of the denials by the Judicial Council, 2nd
Cir., of his petitions for review of the dismissals by the CA2 Acting

....... C:782

....... C:783

....... C:785

....... C:802

....... C:811

....... C:821

....... C:822
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Chief Judge Dennis Jacobs of his complaints against Judge Ninfo,

WBNY, and Chief Judge Walker, CA2.........ccccccceviriviniiniinncinciieeeeiene
1) Table Of CONENLS ...c..cevuiriiiiiieic e

ii) Table of key documents and dates in the procedural history
of Dr. Cordero’s judicial misconduct complaints (updated at

TOEICT07) vttt
iii) Table of EXNIDItS......ccccveciriiiriiiciiciicceeceee e

Sample of Dr. Cordero’s letters of November 20 and 27, 2004, to Chief
Justice William Rehnquist and each of 25 other members of the Judicial
Conference, accompanying his review petition and requesting that each
move the Conference to consider the petition formally and make a report

under 18 U.S.C. §3057(a) [C:405] to the Acting U.S. Attorney General of

the evidence of an offense against the bankruptcy laws .............cccoiiiinnies

a) Table of contact information about the members of the Judicial
Conference to whom Dr. Cordero addressed his letters of
November 20 and 27, 2004, and information on how to update it to
the current membership and to find the Internet links to all federal

o010 1y £ SRR

Dr. Cordero’s letter of November 26, 2004, to U.S. Supreme Court
Justice Ginsburg as Circuit Justice for the Second Circuit, accompa-
nying his November 18 petition to the Judicial Conference for review
(C821), and requesting that she a) intimate to the Conference to consider
it; b) suggest to Justice Stephen Breyer to study this case in the Judicial
Conduct and Disability Act Study Committee; and c¢) make a report
under 18 U.S.C. §3057(a) [C:405] to the Acting U.S. Attorney General of

the submitted evidence of bankruptcy fraud ..........ccoeveeivciniinniniiiiiics

Reply of Bradford A. Baldus, Senior Legal Advisor to Marcia M.
Waldron, Clerk of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit, of
December 3, 2004, returning Dr. Cordero’s November 18 and 20 petition
(C:821) and letter (C:851) to Chief Judge Anthony ]. Scirica, and stating
that ‘only submissions accepted for filing by the Administrative Office
may be considered by the Judicial Conference and, otherwise, a
member of it has no authority to informally intervene in regard to the

matters addressed in Dr. Cordero’s submisSSion” ......cccoueeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeenn.

[Comment: Who can possibly believe that a person, and all the more so
if in a position of authority, cannot -let alone would not take the initiative
even for personal reasons to- approach a colleague, whether formally or
informally, to ask or suggest that he or she take a certain action,
especially one that flows from a legal duty imposed on both of them?
(cf. ToE:C>C:1119 and >C:1124)

Tbl of C:# pages supporting JDR’s call of 8/1/6 for class action and virtual firm of lawyers & investigators
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When a senior legal advisor and a clerk of court allow themselves to
make a statement so patently at odd with reality, do they reveal thereby
a problem with their professional competence or rather a manifestation
of the exercise by their superior, that is, the chief judge in particular and
federal judges in general, of judicial power unfettered by any self-
discipline or outside supervision and control?]

Form letter of William K. Suter, Clerk of the Supreme Court of the
United States, by M. Blalock, of December 6, 2004, returning to Dr.
Cordero his November 18 and 26 petition (C:821) and letter (C:851) to
Justice Ginsburg, and stating that ‘the Court’s jurisdiction extends only
to cases and controversies and that the Court does not give advice or

assistance or answer legal questions on the basis of correspondence’ ..................

Reply of Mr. Leo M. Gordon, Clerk of the U.S. Court of International
Trade, of December 9, 2004, returning to Dr. Cordero his November 18
and 27 petition (C:821) and letter (C:851) to Chief Judge Jane A. Restani,
and stating that although a member of the Judicial Conference, Judge
Restani “is not authorized to take any action on her own on such matter unless

it is referred to her directly by the ConferencCe” ..........vvvvviiiiiiiiiieiiiiiiirieererevereeevanenn,

[Comment: Neither the Conference nor anybody else has to authorize a
judge to discharge his or her duty under 28 U.S.C. 83057(a) (C:405) to
report to a U.S. attorney a belief, not even evidence, that a violation of
a bankruptcy law has been committed. What was the motive of these
judges for giving precedence to their relation to other members of their
powerful class, namely, that of federal judges inside and outside the
Conference, over their duty imposed on them by the law of Congress
and the oath they took to apply it?]

Letter from Robert P. Deyling, Esq., Assistant General Counsel at the
General Counsel’s Office of the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts,
of December 9, 2004, stating that no jurisdiction lies for further review
by the Judicial Conference of the orders of the Judicial Council
dismissing Dr. Cordero’s petition for review of the dismissals of his

COMUPLATNIES. ..ottt ettt ettt eee

[Comment: Mr. Deyling does not reveal any awareness that Dr.
Cordero’s petition contains a detailed jurisdictional argument (C:8258l).
That argument was for the Conference to evaluate and determine its
implication for the petition, not for Mr. Deyling in his capacity as clerk of
Conference. (C:865)]

Fax of December 13, 2004, from John K. Rabiej, Chief of the Rules Com-
mittee Support Office at the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts

providing a complete set of requested rules............ccccoiiiiiiiiiiiii,

a) Rules of the Judicial Conference of the United Stats for the Processing
of Petitions for Review of Circuit Council Orders under the Judicial

ToeEC:34  §V.G. Appeal to Jud Conference from denials by Council of petitions for review of complaint dismissals
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Conduct and Disability Act [of 1980] ........cccceevivieiiiniiniiiiiiiiciieenn,

[Comment: These rules are current even though they still refer to 28 U.S.C.
8372(c), the old legal basis for misconduct proceedings, rather than the
current basis at 28 U.S.C. 8351. The latter forms part of 28 U.S.C. Chapter
16, enacted by Pub. L. 107-273, Div. C, Title |, Subtitle C, 811044, Nov. 2,
2002, 116 Stat. 1856, which amended 8372.

The failure to update those rules even after two years by December
2004, shows how little the Judicial Conference has used them. Indeed, at
that time it had only issued 15 orders in the 24 years since the adoption
of the Judicial Conduct and Disability Act of 1980 (C:1611, 682). Only a
person motivated by a powerful incentive could pretend to believe or
try to make others believe that in 24 years there were only 15 complaints
from all the complainants in the whole of the United States deserving of
a decision by the Judicial Conference. What could that incentive be?
(cf. C:8378B; A:16628D)

Sample of Dr. Cordero’s letters of December 18, 2004, to Chief Judge
Haldane Robert Mayer, Federal Circuit, and other members of the Judi-
cial Conference objecting to the December 9 letter of Mr. Deyling (C:859)
and stating that as the equivalent of a clerk of court at the Administrative
Office on behalf of the Judicial Conference, Mr. Deyling lacks authority to
pass judgment on a jurisdictional issue, let alone block a petition for
review from reaching the Conference; and requesting that they withdraw
or cause the withdrawal of his letter and cause the Administrative Office
to forward the petition to the Conference for its review ..........cccccecvvcrcennne

a) List of members of the Judicial Conference to whom Dr. Cordero
sent his December 18 letter of objection ..........c.cccoeeviniciniinnccncenn,

Clerk Gordon’s reply of December 23, 2004, returning to Dr. Cordero
his November 18 review petition (C:821)and December 18 letter (C:865)
to Chief Judge Restani, and stating that Judge Restani has no authority
to take action on her own [cf. C:858], and that Dr. Cordero has not met
the conditions to permit review of his matter by the Judicial Conference

[Comment: The fact that in over a quarter century since the adoption of
the Judicial Conduct and Disability Act of 1980 (28 U.S.C. 8351) only 15
complaints (C:682, 1611) have ,met those conditions’ shows that federal
judges inside and outside the Judicial Conference have intentionally
made up those conditions so as to systematically prevent complainants
from having their complaints and their treatment by councils and chief
judges reviewed by the Conference. (cf. C:8408IV; ToEC:>C:973 and
Comment; http://www.uscourts.gov/judbus2005/tables/s22.pdf)]

Letter of Mark J. Langer, Clerk of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District
of Columbia Circuit, of December 27, 2004, returning to Dr. Cordero his
November 18 review petition (C:821) and December 18 letter (C:865) to
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Chief Judge Douglas H. Ginsburg, and stating that the latter “does not

have the authority to grant the relief sought” [cf. C:858 above] .........cccccveerennnnes

Sample of Dr. Cordero’s letters of January 8, 2005, to Judge Ralph K.
Winter, Jr., and other judicial and administrative officers to request that
a) Mr. Deyling’s letter of December 9, 2004 (C:859) be declared ultra
vires and withdrawn; b) the petition for review of November 18 (C:821)
be forwarded to the Judicial Conference and its handling at the Ad-
ministrative Office of the U.S. Courts investigated; and C) a report of the
evidence of a judicial misconduct and bankruptcy fraud scheme be made

to the Acting U.S. Attorney General under 18 U.S.C. §3057(a) [C:405]..............

I. Attachments:

a) Table of the Accompanying Document and Exhibits.............c.ccccceeennies

1. Statement of Facts of December 18, 2004, and Request of
January 8, 2005, for an investigation into both the Adminis-
trative Office of the U.S. Courts’ rules-noncomplying
handling of the petition for review under 28 U.S.C. §351 et
seq., submitted to the Judicial Conference on November 18,
2004 (C:821) and the Office’s treatment of Petitioner Dr.

RIChATA COBA@YO.c...ceeeeeeee e e e e e e e e

2. Key Documents and Dates in the procedural history as of
January 8, 2005, of the judicial misconduct complaints filed
with CA2 Chief Judge John M. Walker, Jr., and the Judicial
Council of the Second Circuit, dockets no. 03-8547 and no. 04-
8510, submitted in support of the petition for review to the
Judicial Conference of the United States [updated to May 22,

2006 at TOEC:TO07] ecueeririiienieienieieieeteie ettt

II. List of addressees and theilr addreSSes coueuvenieeieieeeee e

a) Chief Judge Carolyn Dineen King, Court of Appeals for the 5t
Circuit and Chair of the Executive Committee of the Judicial
Conference;

b) Circuit Judge Ralph K. Winter, Jr.,, Court of Appeals for the
Second Circuit and Chair of the Committee to Review Circuit
Council Conduct and Disability Orders; and

c) William R. Burchill, Jr., Associate Director and General Counsel
of the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts.

105. Letter of District Judge Lawrence P. Zatkoff, U.S. District Court for the

Eastern District of Michigan, of January 12, 2005, to Dr. Cordero stating
that he received Dr. Cordero’s documents of November 20, 2004 (C:851)
which include the review petition to the Judicial Conference, but that the

....... C:876

....... C:877

....... C:880

....... C:881

....... C:886
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Judge is unable to present them to the Conference as requested because

his term on the Conference expired on 2004 ...........cccooeverireneneiinincrineneneenne

[Comment: However, his duty under 28 U.S.C. 83057(a) (C:405) did not
expire and he, like all his colleagues, could and should have reported
the evidence of a bankruptcy fraud scheme to the U.S. Attorney
General.]

Sample of Dr. Cordero’s letters of February 7, 2005, with supporting files
stating that he has received no response to his letter of January 8 (C:877)
and requesting that action be taken on that letter and its request; sent to:

a) Circuit Judge Ralph K. Winter;

b) General Counsel William R. Burchill ..o,

c) Chief Judge Carolyn Dineen King, to whom Dr. Cordero com-
plained that he was told by the Office of the Executive Committee of
the Judicial Conference, (202) 502-2400, that his January 8 letter to
her (C:877)would have been forwarded to the Office of the General
Counsel, William Burchill, Esq.; so he questioned the reason-
ableness of forwarding a letter of complaint about Mr. Burchill’s

Office to the complained-about person in charge of that Office.................

Judge Winter’s letter of February 15, 2005, to Dr. Cordero stating that the
Judicial Conference does not have jurisdiction for further review of his

COMUPLAINIES. ..ottt sttt ettt b e

[Comment: Judge Winter refused to allow the whole Judicial
Conference Commit-tee to Review Circuit Council Conduct and
Disability Orders, which he chairs, to consider Dr. Cordero’s jurisdictional
arguments (C: 8258Il, 865, 881). Thereby he took it upon himself to
decide for the whole Committee, thus excluding even the possibility that
other Committee members might have a different view of the matter or
even be persuaded by Dr. Cordero’s arguments to refer the petition to
the Conference. His refusal was all the more unjustifiable because in the
entire history of the Judicial Conduct and Disability Act of 1980 the
Conference has not made a single pronouncement on the scope of its
jurisdiction, as shown by the meager 15 orders that it had issued during
all that time (C:681-683, 1611). Therefore, the Conference had never
considered the arguments presented by Dr. Cordero in favor of
exercising jurisdiction over his review petition of November 18, 2004
(C:823).]

Chief Judge King's letter of February 18, 2005, by Clerk Charles R. Ful-
bruge, III, and signed by Deputy Clerk Nancy H. Gray replying to Dr.
Cordero’s letters of November 20 and December 18, 2004, (C:821, 865) and
February 7, 2005 (C:890), and stating conclusorily that the Judicial
Conference does not have jurisdiction once a judicial council has denied
a petition for review because such denial is under 28 U.S.C. §352(c) “final
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and conclusive and shall not be judicially reviewable on appeal or otherwise’.................... C:896

[Comment: Just as Mr. Deyling failed to do (C:859), Chief Judge King’s
responder failed to reveal even a mere awareness that Dr. Cordero’s
petition contains a detailed jurisdictional argument (C:8258ll). Hence, in
neither case was there a discussion of his points of law and practical
considerations militating in favor of the Judicial Conference passing
judgment itself on the scope of its own jurisdiction as a step preceding
the exercise of such jurisdiction by reviewing the petition.]

109. Dr. Cordero’s letter of March 7, 2005, to Chief Justice Rehnquist
requesting that he cause the Judicial Conference to pass judgment on
the threshold issue of jurisdiction to review his petition for the reasons

a) ADDENDUM of March 7, 2005, to the Petition’s section II “The Judi-
cial Conference Has Jurisdiction Over This Appeal Because The
Complainant Was “Aggrieved” under 28 U.S.C. §357(a) By The Judi-
cial Council”, to request that the Conference consider the threshold

argument for taking jurisdiction over the Petition of November 18,
2004 (C823) ... s C:899

b) Dr. Cordero’s motion of February 17, 2005, to request that Judge
John C. Ninfo, II, WBNY, recuse himself under 28 U.S.C. §455(a)

due to lack of impartiality.........cccoceecveiniiiiiniiiice s C:905
1) Table Of CONENLS .....cceeueriirieiiriirieieeeeee ettt C:906
ii) Table Of ReferenCes ........ccoeeoirieiriiiiiiiciricictccceee e C:933

110. Dr. Cordero’s letter of March 24, 2005, to Judge Winter requesting that
he formally submit to the other members of the Committee as well as to

a) Dr. Cordero’s Reply of March 25, 2005, to the Chairman of the
Committee for the Review of Circuit Council Conduct and
Disability Orders on the statutory requirement under 28 U.S.C. §331
for the whole Committee to review all petitions for review to the
Judicial Conference and on the need for the Conference to decide

the issue Of JUFISAICHON ........oc.ceviiiiiiiiiiiiccc s C:936
1) Table Of CONENLS .....ccooviirieiiieiciriccecc ettt C:937
ii) Table of EXRIDItS...c..ccoviriiiiiicieieecccnec e C:950

7. Dr. Cordero’s Statement of March 12, 2005: Judge Ninfo's
bias and disregard for legality can be heard from his own
mouth through the transcript of the evidentiary hearing of
the DeLano Debtors’” motion to disallow Dr. Cordero’s
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claim against Mr. DeLano, held on March 1, 2005; and can
be read about in a caveat on ascertaining its authenticity

that illustrates the Judge’s tolerance of wrongdoing...................

[See that transcript in the Tr file in the D Add Pst Tr folder.]

(@) Table of CONENLS ....c.ccvvveuireeuiiiiciiciiceecc e

Sample of Dr. Cordero’s letters of March 26, 2005, to Judge Pasco M.
Bowman and the other members of the Judicial Conference Committee
to Review Circuit Council Conduct and Disability Orders, requesting
that they cause the Committee as a whole to consider Dr. Cordero’s
arguments for having the petition for review forwarded to the Judicial
Conference and deferring to it the determination of the threshold issue of

the scope of the Conference’s own jurisdiction............ccccceviiiiiniiiinnnnne.

a) List of Committee Members to whom Dr. Cordero sent his March 24

(C:935) and 26 letter with his March 25 Reply to the Chairman (C:936).......
b) Table of Exhibits of the March 26 letter to Committee members...............

Dr. Cordero’s letter of March 28, 2005, to Chief Justice Rehnquist
requesting that he have the Conference request the Review Committee
to submit to it Dr. Cordero’s petition so that the Conference may decide
the issue of its own jurisdiction under the Judicial Conduct and

Disability Act and eventually decide the petition ...........cccccceoeiiiiniiiiinnne.

Reply for Judge Dolores K. Sloviter, Member of the Review Committee,
by Bradford A. Baldus, Senior Legal Advisor to Marcia M. Waldron,
Clerk of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit, of April 26,
2005, returning Dr. Cordero’s March 26 (C:967) letter and supporting

documents (cf. C:969) and stating that “Any submissions to the Judicial
Conference of the United States, or a committee thereof, must be made to the

appropriate individual in the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts."...................

[Comment: However, the Administrative Office will withhold such
submissions and not forward them to the intended body or officer
(TOEC:>C:859, 891) and will not take any action on even a petition
addressed to it ((ToEC:>C:685)]. Do judges and their clerks know the
uselessnes of such advice but nevertheless give it in order to get rid of a
complainant by giving him the round around? (cf. C:812)

1997-2005 Reports of Complaints Filed and Action Taken Under
Authority of 28 U.S.C. §§351-364 and 372(c) During the 12-Month Period
Ending September 30, [of the year reported on], in Judicial Business of
the United States Courts, Annual Reports of the Director, by Leonidas
Ralph Mecham, Director of the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts,

http://www.uscourts.gov/judbususc/judbus.html........cccceiiviiiiiiiiiiiniiir e

Supreme Court’s 2005 Year-end Report on the Federal Judiciary......................
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http:/ /www.supremecourtus.gov/publicinfo/year-end /2005year-endreport.pdf

Judicial Facts and Figures, published by the Administrative Office of

T TULS. COUTES et e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e ae s eereeeeeeeaaseaaeaens

http:/ /www.uscourts.gov/judicialfactsfigures /contents.html

a) Table 1. Total Judicial Officers. Courts of Appeals, District Courts,

Bankruptcy COUTtS.........cccouvriiiiiiririccciceeeeeee e

b) Table 2.1. U.S. Courts of Appeals (Excludes Federal Circuit).
Appeals Filed, Terminated, and Pending, Summary of

1990-2005 .....ooviiiiiiiiiiiiic e

[Comment: The statistics of workload of the courts contained in the
Supreme Court’s 2005 Year-end Report on the Federal Judiciary (C:980k)
show that there were 7,496 case filings in the 2004 Term. Only 9 justices
managed to hear oral argument in 87 cases and to dispose of 85 in 74
signed opinions. (C:980.q; for the 2000-2004 workload statistics see A:1965)

The Report goes on to state that ,Filings in the regional courts of
appeals rose 9 percent to an all-time high of 68,473, marking the 10th
consecutive record-breaking year and the 11th successive year of growth.”
(C:980r) That steady growth started from 40,893 cases filed in 1990, as
shown in ,Table 2.1. Appeals Filed, Terminated, and Pending (Excludes
Federal Circuit) Summary of 1990-2005%, (C:980.x) contained in ,Judicial
Facts and Figures" published by the Administrative Office of the U.S.
Courts (C:980.t). That Table also shows that 38,961 cases were terminated
in 1990 while 61,975 were in 2005.

The Administrative Office has also published the reports of judicial
misconduct complaints filed in the period beginning on October 1, 1996
and ending on September 30, 2005. (C:973-980.)) It covers not only the
regional courts of appeals, including the Federal Circuit, but also two
national courts, that is, the Court of Claims and the Court of International
Trade, for a total of 15 courts. It shows that for the administrative year
ending on September 30, 1997, 679 complaints were filed. (C:980.)
However, in the year ending on September 2005, only 642 complaints
were filed. (C:973) So today there are fewer complaint filed with 15
courts against judges than nine years ago and there is less than one
complaint out of every 100 cases that ,,disappointed litigants" appeal to
just 12 courts. That is unbelievable!

So a society that has shown to become dramatically more litigious
toward everybody, excluding judges, has become less contentious
toward 2,133 circuit, district, and bankruptcy judges. Oh, judges!, ever so
civil, patient, and understanding of one’s point of view. (C:980.w) How
ridiculous!, particularly since that same society is ever more prone to
road rage, school shootings, and violence against judges, as shown ,by
the horrific murders of a U.S. District Court judge’s husband and mother by
a disappointed litigant, and the terrible incident in Atlant in which a judge,
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court reporter, and deputy were killed in the Fulton County courthouse®, as
stated by the Supreme Court in the same 2005 Year-End Report (C:980.)

What is more, the judicial councils took no action on any of those
complaints but one kind: dismissal. So they dismissed 212 complaints in
the administrative year 1997 (C:980.j) only to increase their dismissals to
267 out of a smaller total of complaints in 2005 (C:974).

This is not just preposterous; this is a pattern where the last nine years are
representative of the last 25 since the enactment of the Judicial
Conduct and Disability Act of 1980 (C:576, 1384). It is the pattern of
intentional and coordinated disregard by chief judges of the courts of
appeals and the judges of the judicial councils of an Act of Congress
inimical to their interests as a class of people, the abrogation in practice
of the only legislation disciplining the only people above the law: federal
judges. It has led to only 15 Conference orders since 1980 (C:682, 1611)

Why would officers sworn to apply the law ,without respect to persons” (28
U.S.C.8453) disregard their oath when it comes to applying the law in a
disciplinary setting to their own peers, which redounds to the detriment
of all the complainants to whom they thereby denied the relief that they
were seeking and entitled to?

In light of the evidence and taking account of the dynamics of webs of
personal relationships, two reasonable answers to that question present
themselves. One derives from the determination of judges to exempt
themselves from the principle, to which everybody else is subject, that if
the judges reviewing the complaints have themselves engaged in the
type of conduct complained about, then if they were to declare it
unbecoming of a judge and deserving of displine, they would be
incriminating and exposing themselves to being the target of the same
discipline.

The other answer is that judges disregard complaints against their peers in
order to avoid their retaliation. So if today they were to pay any attention
to a complaint, not to mention set up a special committee or call in a
standing committee under 28 U.S.C. §8353(a) and 356(b), respectively, to
examine the complained-about judge, then if tommorrow they were the
subject of a complaint, the formely investigated judge or his friends, allies,
and accomplices would take the opportunity to retaliate by investigating
them and perhaps even going so far as disciplining them.

Such conduct involves judging ,with’ regard to persons, contrary to their
oath of office. It illustrates the axiomatic principle that due to inescapable
grave conflict of interests, one cannot sit in judgment of oneself or of
those in one’s web of personal relationships. Judges do and the result is
that they act in self-interest, taking the easy, unprincipled way out in
dereliction of duty and to the detriment of complainants and the integrity
of judicial process.

,Big deal! Why would we judges ever indispose ourselves with our
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peers with whom we will spend the rest of our professional lives as
Article III life-term appointees or renewal 14-year term bankruptcy
judges? Why create for ourselves an avoidable hostile work environment
and the repellant reputation of an unreliable class traitor just because
one Joe or Jane thought in their very impeachable judgment that a
judge had misbehaved or even broken the law? Who cares! Let them
deal with it for the short time they will be upset! They will get over it,
trust us!, since we judges are the last resort of those complainants.’

Such is the mentality arising from the dynamics of a web of personal
relationships whose members are endowed with unappellable judicial
power. It rests on a judicial system of self-discipline inherently flawed:
Federal judges have no incentive to do what is right but inimical to
themselves because they do not have to fear any adverse consequences
of doing what is wrong. Consequently, they have taken out of service the
machinery of judicial discipline that they are supposed to run. However,
that does not mean that they are idle. Far from it, the evidence shows, as
further discussed in the next sections, that they operate or tolerate the
operation of a bankruptcy fraud scheme.]

117. 2003 Annual Report of the Court of Appeals, 274 Circuit.....c.cocecevveuerrecrencccneennns C:980y-1
118. United States Courts, Second Circuit Report 2004 ..........ccccovrereneinencneencneenenn C:908z-1

H. Comments in response to the invitation by CA2 for
public comments on the reappointment of Judge
Ninfo to a new term as bankruptcy judge

119. Notice of CA2 inviting members of the bar and the public to submit by
March 30, 2005comments regarding the reappointment of Bankruptcy
Judges Michael J. Kaplan and John C. Ninfo, II, to a new term of office,;
posted at the time on CA2’s website http:/ /www.ca2.uscourts.gov/ ..................... C:981

120. Dr. Cordero’s letter of March 17, 2005, to Second Circuit Executive
Karen Greve Milton in response to the CA2’s invitation to comment on

the reappointment of Judge Ninfo..........cccocccoeviniiiniiniice C:982
a) Table Of EXIibits ......cccccoiiiiiiiiinieiiiiinicicccctccec et C:983

i) Table of all of Judge Ninfo’s orders in Pfuntner and DeLano
[updated to December 9, 2005] ........cccoeeremerineennenenecniereenene C:9848II

24. Dr. Cordero’s motion of October 23, 2003, for Judge Ninfo to
provide a definite statement of which of his oral version of
October 16, 2003, or his written version entered in the record
on October 17 is the official version of his “Order Denying
Recusal and Removal Motions and Objection of Richard Cordero to
Proceeding with any Hearings and a Trial on October 16, 2003)..........cc.c....... C:989
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25. Judge Ninfo’s order of October 28, 2003, denying in all

respects Dr. Cordero’s motion for a definite statement......................

b) List of hearings presided over by Judge Ninfo in Pfuntner v. Trustee
Gordon et al, docket no. 02-2230, and In re David and Mary Ann
DeLano, docket no. 04-20280, WBNY, as of March 14, 2005 [updated

to December 9, 2005] (Cf. C:1278) cccceeeeieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee e,

Sample of Dr. Cordero’s letters of March 18, 2005, to CA2 Judge James L.
Oakes and other judges of the Second Circuit Court of Appeals and
Judicial Circuit commenting against the reappointment by the CA2 of

Bankruptcy Judge NINfo ........ccooiiiiiniiiiiiiiciicccecee e
a) Table of EXNIDItS ......ccccoueiririeiiirieicrce e

b) List of judges to whom Dr. Cordero sent his March 18 letters...................

Dr. Cordero’s supplement of August 3, 2005, to his March 17 comments
against the reappointment of Judge Ninfo, dealing with the refusal of
the Judge’s Bankruptcy Court Reporter, Mary Dianetti, to certify that her
transcript of her own stenographic recording of the evidentiary hearing
on March 1, 2005, would be accurate, complete, and untampered-with;
and pointing to the incriminating content of the transcript that would
reveal how at that hearing Judge Ninfo disallowed Dr. Cordero’s claim
in DeLano by becoming the on-the-bench advocate for ‘Bankrupt’ Mr.
DeLano and by misusing the hearing as part of an artifice to eliminate
Dr. Cordero from the case before he could prove the bankruptcy fraud
scheme:

a) Dr. Cordero’s cover letter of August 4, 2005, to Circuit Executive
Milton requesting that she submit the supplement and its exhibits to
the CA2 and the Judicial Council so that they 1) consider in the
reappointment process the evidence showing that the series of acts
of Judge Ninfo and others in his court of disregard for the law, the
rules, and the facts form a pattern of non-coincidental, intentional,
and coordinated wrongdoing that supports a bankruptcy fraud
scheme and 2) report it under 18 U.S.C. 3057(a) [C:405] to U.S.

Attorney General Alberto Gonzales...........ccccveiviiiciniciiniicnncincceeeee
b) List of judges to whom Dr. Cordero sent the August 3 supplement.........

c) Sample of Dr. Cordero’s letters of August 4 and 5, 2005, to CA2
Judge Barrington D. Parker and other judges of the Second Circuit
Court of Appeals and Judicial Council accompanying the

SUPPLEIMENL.....eiiiiiiiiiiieicitcrtet ettt ettt

d) Supplement of August 3, 2005, to the March 17 comments against

the reappointment of Judge Ninfo ...........cccccccoiiiiiiiiiiiie
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i) Table of CONtENLS .......ccccciviiiiiiiiiiiiiccc e C:1002
ii) Table of EXNIDItS......c.cccoceoiriiiriiiiiiiiiciicccccce e C:1021

123. Circuit Executive Milton’s letter of August 5, 2005, to Dr. Cordero
returning his supplementing comments because “the Judges of the Court
of Appeals considered all submissions which were filed timely within

the public comment period. However, that period expired on March 30,
20057 ...t C:1024

[Comment: That statement shows that CA2 and the Judicial Council
consider of greater importance to maintain a deadline than to
safeguard the integrity of the courts. To discharge their duty to pursue
the latter objective, they could have treated comments submitted for a
stated purpose as rather “information available to the chief judge of the
circuit”, 28 U.S.C. 8351(b), to be evaluated on its own merits in order to
protect public trust in both the courts and their judges, or as that
subsection puts it, to proceed “in the interests of the effective and
expeditious administration of the business of the courts”. If appropriate,
instead of refusing such information, they could have used it as the basis
to “identify a complaint for the purposes of this chapter and thereby dispense
with filing of a written complaint”, id.]

124. Dr. Cordero’s 2nd supplement of September 5, 2005, to his March 17
comments against the reappointment of Bankruptcy Judge Ninfo,
bearing on the evidence that as part of a bankruptcy fraud scheme the
Judge approved the debt repayment plan of ‘Bankrupt’ Bank Officer
DeLano, who has 39 years of experience in banking and bankruptcies,
despite documentary evidence that Trustee George Reiber had not
conducted any investigation of Mr. DeLano and his wife and therefor,
could not have cleared them of suspicion of bankruptcy fraud, which
nevertheless the Trustee stated pro forma that he had:

a) Sample of Dr. Cordero’s letters of September 6, 2005, to CA2 Judge
Reena Raggi and other 2d Cir. judges stating that circumstantial
and documentary evidence points to the participation of Judge
Ninfo in a bankruptcy fraud scheme and warrants that he not be
reappointed; and requesting the judges to cause him to be
investigated therefor by reporting under 18 U.S.C. 3057(a) [C:405] to

U.S. Attorney General Alberto Gonzales the evidence provided.................... C:1025

b) List of judges to whom Dr. Cordero sent his 2nd supplement of
September 5, 2005 ........c.ccoiiiriiiiicirieee et C:1026

c) 2nd Supplement of September 5, 2005, to comments against the
reappointment of Judge NInfo ... C:1027
1) Table Of CONENLS ...c..ceruirieiiiieicece e C:1028
ii) Table of EXhIDIts.......cccccuririiieiriricieneicrece s C:1047
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25. Useful addresses for the investigation of In re DeLano, no.
04-20280, WBNY, and Pfuntner v. Trustee Gordon et al., no.

02-2230, WBNY (see also TOEC:107)..c..cceverueereneieenienieenienieennens

26. Chapter 13 Trustee George Reiber’s undated “Findings of

Fact and Summary of 341 Hearing” together with: ..........................

(a) Undated and unsigned sheet titled “I/We filed Chapter

13 for one or more of the following reasons:”........cccccceeeeeeecnnnnne.

27. 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..................

28. Judge Ninfo’s order of August 9, 2005, confirming the
DeLanos” Chapter 13 debt repayment plan upon
considering their testimony and Trustee Reiber’s Report at
the confirmation hearing on July 25, 2005 [D:508d entry
134], and allowing without any trace of a written request

even higher attorney’s fees in the amount of $18,005..................

29. Application of July 7, 2005, by Christopher K. Werner,
Esq., attorney for the DeLanos, for $16,654 in legal fees

for services rendered iN DeLano ... ....eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeaeeenn.

(a) Att. Werner’s itemized invoice of June 23, 2005, for

legal services rendered in DeLano.....eresesesesessescsensnsnesenes

[Comment: The invoice shows that the fees were incurred almost
exclusively to avoid production of documents requested by Dr. Cordero,
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”. The documents named in Dr. Cordero’s requests (D:63,
878VI, 112, 124, 147, 159, 161, 1998V, etc., 287, etc.) could prove that the
DelLanos had committed bankruptcy fraud, particularly concealment of
assets. Hence the DelLanos’ determination to make every effort and pay
any price to avoid producing those documents...but even the few that
they had to produce proved their fraud (C:1435, 1469-1479, 1491-1501;
Table of the DeLanos’ mortgages at C:105; Add:8878l).

Interestingly enough, the DeLanos declared in Schedule B (C:1439) that
they only had $535 in cash and on account. Yet, their attorney knew
that he could keep working for them and piling up fees because they
would be good for $16,654, and Judge Ninfo went even further in his
order of August 9, 2005 to allow $18,005 (Add:941), to which Trustee
Reiber added $9,948 six months later (C:1065). Did these people wonder
where the DelLanos would come up with $28,000 or did they know all
along that the DelLanos were not bankrupt at all but on the contrary,
were concealing quite a stash of money?]
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Trustee Reiber's list of December 7, 2005, of allowed claims, which
includes an allowance of $9,948 for Att. Werner’'s fees and forgive
87.39% of DeLanos' debt [as opposed to the 78% stated in the DeLanos’

debt repayment plan of January 26, 2004 (D:59)]....ccccceeeieeeeciiiiieeee e,

[Comment: What reasonable person, let alone what ‘bankrupt’ debtor,
would be willing and able to pay $28,000 in legal fees just not to produce
financial documents, such as the statements of bank accounts held by
Banker DelLano with his employer, M&T Bank? By contrast, he and Mrs.
DeLano would pay any legal fee if they knew that producing those and
similar financial documents carried the risk of revealing that they had
engaged in concealment of assets, which could lead to their facing
bankruptcy fraud charges carrying a penalty of up to 20 years in prison
and devastating fines under, among others, 18 U.S.C. 88152-157, 1519,
and 3057. (see “Text of Authorities Cited”)]

Circuit Executive Milton’s letter of September 16, 2005, to Dr. Cordero
concerning his September 6 communication and stating that the period
for commenting on the reappointment of Judge Ninfo to a new term of

office expired on March 30, 2005, and that “we will no longer accept your
comments regarding this matter; we will no longer keep them on file; we will

simply discard them” [see comments after C:1024] ..........ccceeeeiiiiiii,

I. Request for referral to the Judicial Conference of a

Court Reporter for investigation of her refusal to certify
that her transcript would be complete, accurate, and

free of tampering influence

Statement of Mary Dianetti, Bankruptcy Court Reporter, WBNY, of March
1, 2005, of the number of stenographic paper folds and packs that she used
to record the evidentiary hearing of the DeLanos” motion to disallow Dr.

Cordero’s claim against Mr. DeLano held that day before Judge Ninfo...........

Sample of Dr. Cordero’s letters of August 1, 2005, to CA9 Chief Judge
Mary M. Schroeder, Member of the Judicial Conference of the U.S., and
to other Conference members informing them of his petition of July 28,
2005, to the Conference, filed with the Administrative Office of the U.S.
Courts, and requesting that they cause the Conference to place the
petition on the agenda of its September meeting and make a report
under 28 U.S.C. §3057(a) [C:405] to the U.S. Attorney General Alberto

Gonzales of the evidence that it contains of a bankruptcy fraud scheme..........

Dr. Cordero’s petition of July 28, 2005, to the Judicial Conference of the
United States, filed with the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts, for
an investigation under 28 U.S.C. §753(c) of a court reporter’s refusal to
certify the reliability of her transcript and for designation under 28
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U.S.C. §753(b) of another individual to produce it (cf. ToEA:13583) ............
d) Table of EXNIbDIts ......cccccvirieiiiiniieineneerec e

8. Bankruptcy Court’s notice of April 11, 2005, to Dr. Cordero to
request that pursuant to FRBkrP 8006 he perfect the record of
his appeal in DeLano to the District Court by submitting by
April 21 his designation of items, i.e. documents, in that record
and his statement of issues on appeal..........ccccccovecineinncnnercnnnnes

15. Bankruptcy Court’s letter of January 14, 2003, to Dr. Cordero
setting January 27 as the due date for filing his designation of
items in his appeal from Judge Ninfo’s dismissal of his cross-
claims against Trustee Gordon in Pfuntner v. Trustee Gordon et al.

16. District Judge Larimer’s scheduling order of January 16, 2003, in
Cordero v. Trustee Gordon, no. 03cv6021L, WDNY, setting a
deadline 20 days hence for Dr. Cordero to file his appellate brief.

[Comment. The period for Dr. Cordero to file his designation of items in
Pfuntner, presided over by Judge Ninfo, had barely begun to run. So
under FRBkrP 8007 the record was incomplete and should not have been
transmitted from Bankruptcy Court to Judge Larimer in District Court. Thus,
in violation of applicable Rule, both the Bankruptcy Court transmitted the
record and District Judge Larimer issued that 2003 scheduling order.

In so doing, they tried to force Dr. Cordero to file his appellate brief
before the filing of the transcript of the hearing on December 18, 2002,
where Judge Ninfo had summarily dismissed (A:151) Dr. Cordero’s cross-
claims against Trustee Gordon (A:83, 88). That transcript, to be made by
Reporter Dianetti also, had not even been started. By so coordinating
their actions, they tried to exclude it from the record and make it
unavailable for Dr. Cordero to take it into consideration when writing his
appellate brief and eventually appealing to CA2. As a matter of fact,
that transcript (A:263), for which Dr. Cordero first contacted Rep. Dianetti
on January 8, 2003, was not mailed to him until March 26, 2003! (A:262) Cf:

a) Judge Larimer’s order of January 22, 2003, requiring Dr. Cordero to
respond to Trustee Gordon’s dismissal motion by February 14, 2003.

b) Judge Larimer’s order of January 24, 2003 vacating his order schedul-
ing Dr. Cordero’s appellate brief so as to rule on the dismissal motion...

This is precedent for their equally coordinated action in 2005: The Bank-
ruptcy Court received on April 21, 2005, Dr. Cordero’s Designation of
ltems in DeLano (Add:686, 690), which is connected to Pfuntner v. Tr.
Gordon et al., where Dr. Cordero brought in Mr. DeLano as a third party
defendant, who due to that claim against him named Dr. Cordero
among his creditors (C:598). Such Designation could not constitute a
complete record since the time had just begun for the DeLanos to submit
their additional items (FRBkrP 8006), which they did not file untii May

............ C:1107
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(Add:711). Yet, the Bankruptcy Court transmitted it on the same day of its
receipt to District Judge Larimer (Add:687), who sits upstairs in the same
small federal building, which so facilitates the development of a web of
personal relationships and coordination. The next day, April 22, he issued a
similar scheduling order requiring Dr. Cordero to submit his appellate brief
in Cordero v. DeLano, no. 05cv6190, WDNY, within 20 days (Add:692).

By so doing, they intended to force Dr. Cordero to write and file his
appellate brief before he could obtain from Reporter Dianetti the
transcript of the evidentiary hearing on March 1, 2005. That is an
incriminating transcript, for it shows how on that occasion and all but
sure that it would not be made available to Dr. Cordero timely, if at all,
Judge Ninfo conducted himself as Mr. DelLano’s chief advocate to
reach the predetermined result of disallowing Dr. Cordero’s claim on Mr.
DelLano, thereby eliminating him from DelLano before he could obtain
documents to prove the Delanos’ concealment of assets and a
bankruptcy fraud scheme supported by Judge Ninfo and others.
(Pst:12668E) That transcript (Rep. Dianetti’s PDF file and the file scanned
from her hardcopy) was not filed by the Reporter until November 4, 2005
(Add:1071) seven months after it was first requested! (Add:681;
ToEC:55>1271>Comment 2"q) This establishes a pattern of intentional,
coordinated unlawful action among judges, their staffs, and bankrupts.

21. List of Hearings and Decisions presided over or written by
Judge Ninfo, in Pfuntner and DeLano, as of July 27, 2005

[updated to May 10, 2006 (D:496; Add:531; PSt:1181)] .eeveeevrvererennnn.

a) List of members of the Judicial Conference to whom Dr. Cordero
sent his August 1 letter (C:1082) with a copy of the July 28 petition

(C:1083) for the investigation and replacement of Reporter Dianetti.........

Dr. Cordero’s letter of August 6, 2005, to CA5 Chief Judge Carolyn
Dineen King, Chairperson of the Executive Committee of the Judicial
Conference, informing her of his phone conversation with Robert P.
Deyling, Esq., Assistant General Counsel at the Administrative Office,
who refused to forward to the Conference the July 28 petition (C:1083)
concerning Court Reporter Dianetti; and requesting that she, as chair of
the Executive Committee, retrieve the five copies of the petition from

Att. Deyling and submit the petition to the Conference............ccccccccvvvecinnennnee

a) Copy of Dr. Cordero’s letter of August 1, 2005, to Executive
Committee Chair King at her CA5 address informing her of his pe-

tition for the Conference to investigate and replace a court reporter ........

Letter of August 8, 2005, for Chief Judge Douglas H. Ginsburg, U.S.
Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit, by Clerk of Court
Mark J. Langer to Dr. Cordero stating that “The agenda of the Judicial

Conference of the United States is developed through the actions of the
Executive Committee of the Conference upon recommendations submitted by
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other Judicial Conference Committees, not through the action of individual
Chief Judges. Therefore, Chief Judge Ginsburg cannot assist you further in this

matter” [cf. TOEC:>C:856 and comments thereunder, and ToEC:>C:1124] ........

Unsigned letter from the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts of
August 8, 2005, with only “Office of the General Counsel” typed at the
bottom of it, to Dr. Cordero stating that “The Administrative Office cannot
intervene in, or comment upon, a court’s disposition of any proceeding and
cannot address the court on behalf of a private party...we would ask you to
please cease sending further correspondence to this agency about this

matter...we are returning your dOCUMENTS.” .........uciiieieieiiinnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnns

[Comment: As a matter of fact, Dr. Cordero did not request any
assistance from the Administrative Office or the General Counsel’s Office
except that implied in his mailing the petition to the Judicial Conference
to the address of the Administrative Office in its capacity as “clerk of the
Conference” with the expectation that the Office would simply note the
date of its receipt, thereby effecting its fiing, and forward it to the
members of the Conference.

The Office of the General Counsel should have known better than to
send an unsigned letter. If the sender(s) of that August 8 letter did not
want to take responsibility for its contents by signing it so that they
anonymously hid behind the impersonal name of an entity, why should
the receiver, Dr. Cordero, take heed of it?]

Form letter of William K. Suter, Clerk of the U.S. Supreme Court, by M.
Blalock, of August 11, 2005, returning to Dr. Cordero his letter of Au-
gust 1 to Chief Justice Rehnquist (cf. C:1082) and the July 28 petition to
the Judicial Conference (C:1083), and stating that “Under Article Il of the
Constitution, the jurisdiction of this Court extends only to the consideration of

cases or controversies properly brought before it from lower courts...The Court
does not give advice or assistance or answer legal questions on the basis of

(ofo ] g £=TS o o] pTo [=T o o] PR

Dr. Cordero’s letter of August 30, 2005, to Chief Justice Rehnquist, as the
Judicial Conference’s presiding member, protesting that anybody who
had bothered to read his August 1 letter (C:1082) or the July 28 petition
to the Conference (C:1083) would have realized that neither had
anything to do with the Constitution or a case appealed to the Supreme
Court, but rather they dealt with the Conference’s duty to deal under 28
U.S.C. §753 with complaints against court reporters and every judge’
duty to report under §3057(a) [C:405] evidence of bankruptcy fraud; and
requesting “that you handle the Supplement [C:1127] and the Petition so that

the Conference acts upon them to ensure judicial integrity” .........ccccovveeeeeeeeecccnvvenennn.

Dr. Cordero’s letter of August 30, 2005, to CA5 Chief Judge Carolyn
Dineen King, Chairperson of the Executive Committee of the Judicial
Conference, noting that from the judges’ responses to his petitions to the
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Conference (C:823, 865; 899, 971, 1083) a pattern has emerged showing
that judges avoid investigating one another and to that end will resort to
indifference to official corruption, cursory reading, and disingenuous
AMSWETIILE,. ....oovviiiiiiiiiic ettt sttt st ben e enes C:1123

136. Dr. Cordero’s letter of August 31, 2005, to Chief Judge Ginsburg of the
District of Columbia Circuit, protesting that the response for the Chief
Judge of August 11 “tries to make one believe that a circuit chief judge cannot
forward to a colleague who is the chairperson of a Conference committee a
petition within its jurisdiction with a note “for any appropriate action” even
though the evidence shows that the reporter’'s refusal is part of a bankruptcy
fraud scheme pointing to official corruption” (cf. ToEC:>C:856 and >C:1119);

and providing a supplement to the petition..........cccccveeeinciniinncinccnccee, C:1124

137. Sample of Dr. Cordero’s letters of August 30 and 31, 2005, to Chief
Judge Paul R. Michael, U.S. Court Appeals for the Federal Circuit, and
to other members of the Judicial Conference requesting each to handle
the accompanying supplement to the July 28 petition (C:1083) so that the
Conference may act upon both to ensure judicial integrity; and asking
each to refer those documents under 18 U.S.C. §3057(a) [C:405] to Att.
Gen. Alberto Gonzales for investigation of a bankruptcy fraud scheme................. C:1125

a) Supplement of August 30, 2005, to the July 28 petition (C:1083)
providing additional evidence of how the reporter’s refusal to certify
her transcript’s reliability forms part of a bankruptcy fraud scheme:
1) The debt repayment plan of a debtor, Mr. DeLano, who has spent
32 years in banking [and 7 years in financing] and is currently in
charge of bankruptcies of his bank’s clients, was confirmed by Judge
Ninfo upon the allegation of the Standing Chapter 13 Trustee
George Reiber of having conducted an investigation that found no
bankruptcy fraud on the part of the joint DeLano debtors. Yet, the
very “Report” thereon produced by the Trustee and relied on by the
Judge [C:1052-1054] as well as the Trustee’s conduct since the
commencement of the case in January 2004, contain the evidence
showing that he never undertook any such fraud investigation and,
on the contrary, avoided it. [cf. D:7981&II, 92§C, 193]

2) However, the Trustee knows that he is so secure in his position
that he never bothered to oppose any of the motions for his removal
that were raised before both Judge Ninfo and District Judge David
Larimer, WDNY, who must keep protecting him out of self-
preservation (D:198§V, 243934d; Add:881, 974960.4), 106266b;
Pst:13069123d) Reporter Dianetti too must support the scheme by
avoiding production to Dr. Cordero of the transcript and its
incriminating contents (ToEC:46>C:1083 and Comment). ..........cccceceevvruenennene. C:1127

i) Table Of CONENLS .....cccceiviiiiiiiiiciiecc e C:1129
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ii) Table of EXhibits.......ccccccooiiiiiiiiniiiiiiiiiicccce

b) Alphabetical table of members of the Judicial Conference to whom

Dr. Cordero sent the Supplement of August 30, 2005 .........ccccccevvvuerinrennnnne

Letter of October 6, 2005, for Executive Committee Chair C. ]J. King by
Clerk Charles R. Fulbruge, III, and signed by Deputy Clerk Nancy H.
Gray to Dr. Cordero stating that “the Judicial Conference of the United
States does not have jurisdiction to review a complaint against a court
reporter” because that is the responsibility of the court-designated
supervisor of reporters; and referring Dr. Cordero to Reporter

Contracting Officer Melissa Frieday .........cccccoeioniiniinncincnncnccncceee

[Comment: What an extraordinary excuse for inaction! Indeed, Congress
imposed upon the Judicial Conference the responsibility for court reporters
by providing at 28 U.S.C. 8753 that “The qualifications of such reporters
shall be determined by standards formulated by the Judicial Con-ference.
Each reporter shall take an oath faithfully to perform the duties of his office.”

The excuse above implies that the Conference dele-gated the exercise of
such responsibility to courts and court-designated supervisors of
reporters...and that by so doing, it removed all of them beyond the
scope of its jurisdiction! But that flies in the face of the well established
principle, rooted in common sense, that he who is charged with a duty
and delegates its discharge to another, retains the authority to ask the
delegatee for an accounting of her discharge of it and also remains
responsible for the fulfilment of the duty to the one who imposed it in the
first place. Delegation of a duty is not a means to escape responsibility
for it. Otherwise, a situation arises where nobody is responsible for
anything to anybody...which is what happened, as shown next.]

Dr. Cordero’s letter of October 18, 2005, to Court Reporter Contracting
Officer Melissa Frieday, stating in the first sentence that he had been
referred to her by the Chair of the Executive Committee of the Judicial
Conference; 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 .......................

Exhibits

a) Dr. Cordero’s request of April 18, 2005, to Bankruptcy Court
Reporter Mary Dianetti to estimate the cost of the transcript and
state the count of stenographic folds and packs that make up the
recording of the evidentiary hearing on March 1, 2005, of the

DeLanos” motion to disallow Dr. Cordero’s claim.......cooeeveeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeaann.

b) Rep. Dianetti’s reply of May 3, 2005, to Dr. Cordero failing to state
the folds and packs count because “The information you requested
regarding how many packs of paper and the number of folds was given to

you after the hearing was completed.” ........oooiiiiieei e
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¢) Dr. Cordero’s letter of May 10, 2005, to Rep. Dianetti requesting
again that she “state how many packs of stenographic paper and how

many folds in each pack constitute the whole of your recording”....................

d) Rep. Dianetti’s letter of May 19, 2005, to Dr. Cordero failing again

to state the count of folds because “you were provided with the number
of packs of stenographic paper and number of folds used for the hearing
following the conclusion of that hearing on March 1, 2005, therefore, | trust

you already have that information” ...........ccoocueeeirrieeeinrieeeereee e

e) Dr. Cordero’s letter of May 26, 2005, to Rep. Dianetti requesting that
she state the number of folds and packs “that comprise the whole recording

of the evidentiary hearing and that will be translated into the transcript”.........

f) Rep. Dianetti’s letter of June 13, 2005, to Dr. Cordero restating the
numbers already given at the hearing and emphasizing that “am just
giving you those exact numbers at this time”, thereby making a
suspicious difference between those numbers and number of folds
and packs that will be used to prepare the transcript; yet she must

have known and used the latter to estimate the transcript cost..................

g) Dr. Cordero’s request of June 25, 2005, to Rep. Dianetti to agree to
certify that the transcript will be accurate, complete, and free from

tampering INfIUENCE...........cccciiiiiiiiiic s

h) Rep. Dianetti’s letter of July 1, 2005, to Dr. Cordero stating the
transcript cost and format, and that “The balance of your letter of

June 25, 2005 iS IEJECTIEA . ...cieeeiieeeee e eeecereee e e e e e e errre e e e e e e essnrreeeeeeeesensnnnnns

Letter of Bankruptcy Clerk Paul R. Warren of October 20, 2005, to Judge
Larimer informing him of Dr. Cordero’s letter to Contracting Officer
Melissa Frieday and qualifying it as “an effort to both avoid your Order and

to intimidate the Bankruptcy Court’s clerical staff’...........ccovveeiieiieeicieee e,

[Comment: Officer Frieday never communicated in any way with Dr.
Cordero, but simply sent his letter to Clerk Warren, who failed to disclose
to Judge Larimer that the Chairperson of the Executive Committee of
the Judicial Conference, CA5 Chief Judge Carolyn Dineen King, had
referred Dr. Cordero to Officer Frieday as the ,court officer designated to
supervise court reporters at the U.S. Bankruptcy Court for WDNY*.
(C:1152) Did Clerk Warren try to mislead Judge Larimer?]

Dr. Cordero’s letter of October 24, 2005, to Rep. Dianetti, requesting un-
der protest that she produce the transcript of the evidentiary hearing on
March 1, 2005; sending her a check for the payment requested; and pro-
posing arrangements for her to disclose everything she knows about the

bankruptcy fraud scheme to government officers in Washington, D.C. .........

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

...... C:1167
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complied with the order of Judge Larimer that directed him to request
the transcript and stating that such notice was his response to Clerk of

Court Warren’s letter to Judge Larimer of October 20, 2005.............ccceceervrerirrennnnne C:1169

Dr. Cordero’s notice of October 25, 2005, to the District Court of having
complied with Judge Larimer’s October 14 order directing him to
request the transcript from Reporter Dianetti and that his compliance
was under compulsion of the order and with reservation of his rights to

challenge it and demonstrate how it made a mockery of due process..................... C:1170

a) Table Of CONEENL......cccoieiriiciricc e C:1170

Dr. Cordero’s letter of October 26, 2005, to the new Chair of the Execu-
tive Committee of the Judicial Conference, Chief Judge Thomas F. Hogan,
U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia, appealing through him to
the Conference under 28 U.S.C. §§753 and 331 from the handling of the
complaint against Reporter Dianetti by Reporter Contracting Officer
Melissa Frieday, WDNY, who merely forwarded Dr. Cordero’s October
18 letter to her to Bankruptcy Clerk Warren, who in turn forwarded it to
District Judge Larimer, who once again lazily, without discussing any of
the objections of Dr. Cordero [cf. A:211, 350, Add:831, 839, 1019], had
ordered (Add:991) the latter to obtain the transcript from Reporter
Dianetti while denying his request to refer the Reporter to the
Conference for investigation of her refusal to certify the transcript’s
accuracy, completeness, and untampered-with condition, whereby Judge

Larimer supported a cover up and a bankruptcy fraud scheme...............ccccccccec. C1177

Exhibits

a) Dr. Cordero’s letter of August 1, 2005, to Chief Judge Hogan request-
ing that he cause the July 28 petition to investigate Reporter Dianetti

to be placed on the September agenda of the Judicial Conference...................... C:1178

b) Dr. Cordero’s letter of August 31, 2005, to Chief Judge Hogan
requesting that he cause the Judicial Conference to act on Dr.

Cordero’s supplement of August 30 to the July 28 petition............................. C:1179
c) Summary of Contents of the Appeal..........ccccccoviiiiiiiniiniiiiiicice C:1180
d) Table of Exhibits of the Appeal........ccccccccriniiiiininiiiceeeeceeeeee C:1181

47. Dr. Cordero’s motion of July 18, 2005, in District Court in the
context of his appeal Cordero v. DeLano, no. 05cv6190L, WDNY,
assigned to Judge Larimer, to refer Bankruptcy Court Reporter
Mary Dianetti to the Judicial Conference for investigation of her
refusal to certify the reliability of her transcript (C:1155-1165) of
her own recording of the evidentiary hearing before Judge Ninfo
on March 1, 2005, of the DeLano Debtors” motion to disallow

Dr. Cordero’s claim in In re DeLano, no. 04-20280, WBNY .....c.oeeeevveeee... C:1183
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i) Table of CONteNts .......ccccoviiiviiiiiniiiiiiiccceee C:1184

ii) Dr. Cordero’s proposed order submitted to Judge
Larimer with his July 18 motion to refer Reporter
Dianetti to the Judicial Conference..............ccccooeevveiivieiieeecriennene. C:1204

48. Dr. Cordero’s notice of motion and motion of August 23, 2005,
in WDNY to compel the production of documents and take
other actions necessary for the exercise both of the Court's
supervision over the Bankruptcy Court and of his right of
appeal, and for the proper determination of the appeal Cordero
v. DeLano, no. 05cv6190, returnable on September 12............cccccevneenne. C:1207

i) Table of CONtENLS ......coceiviiiiiiiiiiciiccceceeeeeeee C:1208

ii) Dr. Cordero’s proposed order submitted to WDNY
Judge Larimer with his August 23 motion to compel
production of transcripts and other documents necessary
for prosecuting and determining Cordero v. DeLano ........................ C:1233

49. Judge Larimer’s decision and order of September 13, 2005, stat-
ing 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 less conclusory, 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, stated that he “has no right to “condition” his request in
any manner”, and ordered him to prepay her fee of $650 ............ccccceeenee. C:1241

50. Dr. Cordero’s motion of September 20, 2005, for reconsider-
ation of Judge Larimer’s decision and order concerning Reporter
Mary Dianetti and the transcript necessary for the appeal.......................... C:1243

i) Table of CONENLS .....cevueriiieiiriiicireceee e C:1244

52 Judge Larimer’s decision and order of October 14, 2005,
stating lazily that “The motion for reconsideration is in all respects
denied”, with not a single argument indicating that the Judge
had even read it [cf. A:211, 350] 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 it be dismissed................ C:1269

53. Judge Larimer’s order of October 17, 2005, “den[ying] in their
entirety” Dr. Cordero’s three pending motions [Add:851, 881,
951] by lazily repeating the peremptory and conclusory fiats,
unsupported by any discussion of Dr. Cordero’s legal argu-

Tbl of C:# pages supporting JDR’s call of 8/1/6 for class action and virtual firm of lawyers & investigators ~ ToeC:54



145.

146.

Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org

ments, that “there is no basis in law to support such relief’, “these
motions are wholly without merit” and “it completely lacks merit”.................. C1271

[Comment: No reply was received to any of Dr. Cordero’s letters to C.J. Hogan (C:1177-
1179) or to the appeal to the Judicial Conference (C:1180). Their failure to respond
makes a mockery of the right “to petition the Government for a redress of grievances”
guaranteed by the First Amendment. It shows the intentional and coordinated deter-
mination of the Conference and its members not to investigate any of their own, that is,
judges (cf. C:973, ToEC:40>C:980x>Comment) or employees (C:685; C:442,
ToEC:20>C:491>Comment). Since the latter do their bidding, they know too much to be
subjected to an investigation that could cause them to provide incriminating testimony.

This is illustrated by their handling of the complaint against Reporter Dianetti. It turned
out that her recording of the DelLano hearing on March 1, 2005, was patently
inaccurate (ToEAdd:233>Add:1073>Comment). Moreover, when she prepared and
finally, seven months later, sent the transcript both on paper and on a CD, it was
incomplete: the former had 190 and the latter 169 consecutively nhumbered pages!
(ToEAdd:235>Tr>Comment) Who tampered with it, removing pages and pretending it
was complete? No wonder the Reporter refused Dr. Cordero’s request to certify its
reliability (C:1163, 1165) and Judge Larimer refused to refer her to the Judicial
Conference for investigation (C:1183, 1241 ] Is this any way for federal judges to show
that the objective guiding their conduct is to safeguard the integrity of the courts in
order to administer justice rather than to protect the vested interests of their class?

List of Judge Larimer’s orders in Cordero v. Tr. Gordon, - v. Palmer, and - v.
DeLano showing a pattern of disregard for the law, gross mistakes of
facts, and laziness that denies due process of law (cf. C:993).......cccccvevevininecnennne. C:1278

J. Request to the Judicial Council, 2™ Cir., for the

abrogation of district local rules inconsistent with
FRCivP and protective of a bankruptcy fraud scheme

Sample of Dr. Cordero’s letters of January 8, 2006, to Circuit Judge
Dennis Jacobs and Judicial Council members requesting that they:

i) bring the attached Statement and CD before the Council so
that under 28 U.S.C. §§332(d)(4) and 2071 it may abrogate
WDNY Local Rules 5.1(h) and 83.5;

ii) investigate the District and Bankruptcy Courts, WDNY, for
supporting a bankruptcy fraud scheme and the schemers; and

iii) report the case to U.S. Attorney General Alberto Gonzales

under 28 U.S.C. §3057(a) [C:405].....coeririririeieieierienieeeeieeeeeeeee e C:1285
a) List of members of the Judicial Council, 2nd Cir., to whom Dr.
Cordero sent the letter of January 8, 2006, and the Statement.......................... C:1286
Attachments
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b) Rule 5.1(h) of the Local Rules of Civil Procedure of the U.S. District
Court, WDNY, on filing cases under the Racketeer Influenced and
Corrupt Organizations Act (“RICO”), 18 U.S.C. §1961 et seq. ........cceueuueee. C:1287

c) Rule 83.5, id., on the prohibition on bringing “any camera, transmitter,
receiver, portable telephone or recording device into the Court or its envi-
rons” [Local Rules also available at http:/ /www.nywd.uscourts.gov/].............. C:1290

d) Dr. Cordero’s Statement of January 7, 2006, to the Judicial Council,
2nd Cir., on how Rule 5.1(h) of the Local Rules of Civil Procedure of
the U.S. District Court, WDNY, requires such detailed facts to plead a
RICO claim that it contravenes FRCivP 8 and 83 and should be
abrogated; and how Rules 5.1(h) and 83.5 constitute a preemptive
attack on RICO claims that could expose the District and Bankruptcy

Courts’ support for a bankruptcy fraud scheme and the schemers..................... C:1291
1) Table Of CONtENTS......c.coeiririeieiietece e e C:1291
Table1: The DeLanos” mortgages and their unaccounted-for
proceeds Of $382,187 ......ccvueueuiririririeieirinrieicittnreee et C:1312
Table 2: Officers that have disregarded their statutory duty to
investigate the DeLano Debtors............cccoeevrernccnicnnccnccnnne, C:1313

Table 3: Contempt for the law and litigants” rights shown in the
dismal quality of the work produced by Judges Larimer

and Ninfo and accepted by them from lawyers and clerks.............. C:1313
ii) Table of EXhibits.......cccoeviniiiiiniiiiiiiicincicccecc e C:1315
a) Local Rule 32(a)l on briefs in digital format of CA2’s
Local Rules of Civil Procedure...........cccoeveeuruecineenncnncenecnnnee. Pst:1171
b) Local Rule 25 on submitting an unbound copy of the
brief if no PDF copy is submitted, id...........ccccceceniiininnnnne. Pst:1173
¢) Docket for Cordero v. DeLano, no. 05cv6190L, WDNY, as
Of May 10, 2000 ......c.cceevirieiieiiiriciieiiecteeeeeeeseeee e Pst:1181
d) United States District Court for the Western District of
New York Administrative Procedures Guide............................ Pst:1189

e) Notice of February 6, 2004, about the obligation in
WDNY to file using the Electronic Case Filing (ECF)
system Or @ disK.......ccoueuiiiiiiiiiicc e Pst:1209

f) Notice of July 5, 2005, about WDNY judicial officers who
want filings on paper despite the Case Management
(CM)/ECEF SYSteIM......cveiiiieiiieiiiniciiccieieteieene et Pst:1211

g) Letter of District Court Deputy Clerk John H. Folwell
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returning Dr. Cordero’s PDF files on a disk accompa-
nying his paper copies of the exhibits in those files.................... Pst:1213

h) Judge Larimer’s order of January 4, 2006, refusing to
post on PACER Dr. Cordero’s exhibits, namely, the
Designated items in the record on appeal, the Addendum
thereto, and the transcript of the evidentiary hearing in
Bankruptcy Court in DeLano on March 1, 2005, thereby
making them unavailable publicly on the World Wide
Web, i.e., the Internet (cf. ToEA:153§7; C:1283916)).....ccccvrveneeee Pst:1214

147. Form letter of CA2 Clerk MacKechnie by Deputy Clerk Allen of January
11, 2006, to Dr. Cordero returning his January 8 letter to Judge Jacobs
and his Statement to the Judicial Council because “our records indicate
that you have no matter pending before this Court”........ccooviiiriiiieecciiee e C1317

[Comment: It is the Judicial Council that has the authority to abrogate a
local rule under 28 U.S.C. 88332(d)(4) and 2071. The Court, let alone a
case in it, has nothing to do with the review and abrogation of those rules.

There has been no reply from either the Judicial Council or any of its
other members to whom Dr. Cordero sent the January 8 letter and the
January 7 statement (C:1285, 1291). What motive do the Judicial Council
and the judges who are members of it and who took an oath to apply
the law have not to discharge their statutory duty? Is their inaction part
of the pattern of judges protecting each other? The answer to these and
other questions can be searched for as part of the efforts to answer the
broader query that they and the rest of the evidence raise, namely,
whether a federal judgeship has become a safe haven for wrongdoing
and, if so how high and to what extent has wrongdoing reached. But
how could they have been allowed to engage in wrongdoing? The next
section provides the beginning of an answer.]

K. Referral to the U.S. Attorney’s Offices and the FBI’s
Bureaus in New York City, Buffalo, and Rochester, NY,
for an investigation of a judicial misconduct and
bankruptcy fraud scheme

1. Offices in New York City

148. Dr. Cordero’s letter of May 2, 2004, to Mr. Pasquale J. Damuro, Assistant
Director in Charge of the NY FBI Office, submitting evidence of a series
of acts of disregard for the law, the rules, and the facts so numerous and
consistent as to form a pattern of non-coincidental, intentional, and
coordinated wrongdoing by judicial officers and bankruptcy trustees
pointing to judicial misconduct and bankruptcy fraud; and requesting an
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investigation and a Meeting............cccooviiiiiiiiii

a) Table of EXhibits ..........cccocooiiiiiiiniiiiiice e

9. A trustee with 3,909 open cases cannot possibly have the time
or the inclination to check the factual accuracy or internal
consistency of the content of each bankruptcy petition to
ascertain its good faith [cf. C:14069916-18; see ToEC:>C:641

and comment thereunder for access to those cases]........................

10. A case that illustrates how a bankruptcy petition riddled with red
flags as to its good faith is accepted without review by the trustee

and readied for approval by the Bankruptcy Court, WBNY..............

11. Another trustee with 3, 092 cases was upon a performance-
and-fitness-to-serve complaint referred by the court to the
Assistant U.S. Trustee for a “thorough inquiry”, which was
limited to talking to the Trustee and a party and to uncritically
writing down their comments in an opinion, which the U.S.
Trustee for Region 2 would not investigate [see ToEC:>C:641

and comment thereunder for access to those cases]..........cccuuveeeee.

Dr. Cordero’s letters of May 6, 2004, to David N. Kelley, U.S. Attorney
for the Southern District of NY, and Ms. Roslynn Mauskopf, U.S.
Attorney for the Eastern District of NY, submitting evidence of a series
of acts of disregard for the law, the rules, and the facts so numerous and
consistent as to form a pattern of non-coincidental, intentional, and
coordinated wrongdoing by judicial officers and bankruptcy trustees
pointing to judicial misconduct and bankruptcy fraud; and requesting an

investigation and a Meeting..............cccoviiiiiiiiiiii

a) Table of EXhibits ......cccccvviriiiiiriciicecec e

Letter of U.S. Attorney Mauskopf by Assistant U.S. Attorney F. Franklin
Amanat of May 12, 2004, to Dr. Cordero stating that “because United
States Attorney’s Offices have no involvement in complaints alleging
judicial misconduct and no authority to take any action with regard to
such complaints, we are unable to discuss your allegations with you or

to take any other action in regards to them” ...........cccccveviniinniiiiiicee

[Comment: Since judges do not investigate their own and the U.S.
attorneys do not investigate them, who investigates judicial misconduct
to prevent judges from becoming a class of people, or rather, of
wrondgoers above the law?]

Dr. Cordero’s letter of May 24, 2004, to FBI Assistant Director Damuro
providing materials that reveal a coordinated effort by the U.S. and

private bankruptcy trustees to avoid sending Dr. Cordero documents
that could allow him to investigate the DeLano Debtors” bankruptcy

ToEC:58 §V.K.1. Referral to U.S. Attorney and FBI in New York City to investigate judges & bkr fraud scheme



152.

Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org

petition in In re DeLano, no. 04-20280, WBNY, and expose a bankruptcy

fraud scheme; and requesting again that the FBI open an investigation ...........

a) Table of EXNIDIts ......ccccoueiririeieirieici e

Dr. Cordero’s letter of June 11, 2004, to each of the members of the Judiciary
Committees of the House of Representatives (37) and the Senate (19),
including their respective Chairmen, Rep. F. James Sensenbrenner, Jr., and
Sen. Orrin G. Hatch, providing evidence of a judicial misconduct and

bankruptcy fraud scheme and requesting that they open an investigation..........

[Comment: Not a single one replied to Dr. Cordero. So who oversees the
conduct of judges and exercises discipline for their misconduct? In the
absence of any control over them, the judicial power that individuals -
certainly not nominated for judgeships because of their incorruptibility-
acquire upon being sworn in as judges becomes absolute power. Such
power is the necessary and sufficient condition to produce absolute
corruption. (ToeC:>C:973 and >C:1381 and Comment thereunder)]

a) Table of the 56 members of the Judiciary Committees of the U.S.
HR and the Senate individually addressed by Dr. Cordero in his

JUNE 1T LOEOT ...ttt ere e e e re e e eenns
b) Table of EXhibits ...........cccoconiiiiiiiiiiiiccc e

8. Trustees with thousands of open cases and one case that
opens a window into the operation of the bankruptcy fraud
scheme [see updated version as of June 26, 2004 (C:1401); see
ToEC:>C:641 and comment thereunder for access to those

13. Table of all 15 Memoranda and Orders of the Judicial
Conference of the United States Committee to Review Circuit
Council Conduct and Disability Orders (text at C:1611) since
the adoption of the Judicial Conduct and Disability Act of
1980, sent to Dr. Cordero from the General Counsel’s Office of
the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts and showing how
few complaints under 28 U.S.C. §351 et seq. are allowed to
reach the Judicial Conference as petitions for review of judicial

COUNCIL ACHIOMY 1ot e e e e e e e e et eaeeeeeeaasaee

14. Statements of the Judicial Conference’s Committee to Review
Circuit Council Conduct and Disability Orders and a Report of
the Proceedings of the Judicial Conference of the United
States, both stating that there are no pending petitions for
review of judicial council action

a) Report of March 2004 to the Judicial Conference by its
Committee to Review Circuit Council Conduct and
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Disability Orders: no pending petitions for review ...................

b) Title page of the Report of September 23, 2003, of the
Proceedings of the Judicial Conference of the United

SHALES ettt —— et ——————————————————————————————————————

c) Statement in the Judicial Conference Report of
September 23, 2003, by its Committee to Review Circuit
Council Conduct and Disability Orders: no pending

petitions fOr reVIEW ..ot

d) Report of September 2003 to the Judicial Conference by
its Committee to Review Circuit Council Conduct &

Disability Orders: no pending petitions for review ...................

e) Report of March 2003 to the Judicial Conference by its
Committee to Review Circuit Council Conduct &

Disability Orders: no pending petitions for review ...................

15. Contact information useful to investigate the evidence of a
judicial misconduct and bankruptcy fraud scheme [see also

TOEC:EVII DEIOW] ...ttt

List of the 13 impeached federal judges in all the 217 years of judicial
history of the United States, beginning in 1789; by the Federal Judicial

MUY e,

Federal Judicial Center: http:/ /www fjc.gov/history /home.nsf

Remarks of the Chief Justice at the Federal Judges Association Board of
Directors Meeting, May 5, 2003; at
http:/ /www.supremecourtus.gov/publicinfo/speeches/sp_05-05-03.html

[Comment: Chief Justice John Roberts is the seventeenth chief justice of
the Supreme Court since John Jay became the first chief justice in 1789
upon his nomination by President George Washington. In the same 217
years comprising the whole judicial history of the United States under the
Constitution, only thirteen federal judges have been impeached in
Congress. This means that a federal judge has a higher statistical chance
of becoming the next chief justice than of being impeached.

In addition, there is the pattern of the chief judges of the courts of
appeals and the judges of the circuit councils systematically dismissing
(C:973) judicial misconduct complaints. In practice this means that
judges protecting their own have rendered useless that mechanism of
judicial self-discipline; official statistics of the Administrative Office of U.S.
Courts proves it (C:973-980x. and ToEC:>C:973>Comment thereunder).

As a result, federal judges are not subject to any effective system of
supervision and discipline. Without any such control, their exercise of
judicial power becomes absolute. Thereby the condition for the
application of the aphorism ensues: Power corrupts and absolute power
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corrupts absolutely. (cf. A:1664970) This gives rise to the condition of
possibility for a federal judgeship to become a safe haven for
wrongdoing and for federal judges to become a class of wrongdoers
immune to the principle inscribed on the frieze below the pediment of
the Supreme Court building, ,,Equal Justice Under Law*. Federal judges
are, as a matter of historic fact and established practice, people above
the law. (cf.A:16628D)

156. Dr. Cordero’s letters of June 29, 2004, to U.S. Attorney Kelley, SDNY,
and to FBI Assistant Director Damuro providing another update with
recent evidence of a bankruptcy fraud scheme and requesting a meeting
to discuss it; and simultaneously making a request to other officers in
their respective offices that they bring the evidence sent to each of them
to the attention of those top officers and cause them to respond to Dr.

Cordero:
I. Letters:

a) David Kelley, U.S. Attorney for the Southern District of NY.................. C:1391
1) Janet Sandt, Legal Assistant...........ccccococeciiiiiniiiiiiinniiicinncccne, C:1392
2) David Jones, Chief of the Bankruptcy Unit in Civil Matters............ C:1393
3) Karen Patton Seymour, Chief of the Criminal Division ................... C:139%4
4) Donna Drori, Assistant U.S. Attorney ............cccoeveevvcivcininicnnnccnen C:1395
b) Pasquale J. Damuro, Assistant Director in Charge, FBINY ..................... C:1396

1) Robert Silveri, FBI Acting Supervisory Special Agent,
SQUAA C4 ..t C:1397
II. Table of EXhibits ......ccccoooiiiiiiiiiii C:1398

1. Trustees with thousands of open cases and one case that opens
a window into the operation of the bankruptcy fraud scheme
(updated as of June 26, 2004) [see ToEC:>C:641 and comment
thereunder for access t0 thOSE CASES].....cccuveeevieeeieeeirieecreeeete e C:1401

A. A scheme that works by taking money from many credit
card issuers but not so much from anyone as to make it
cost-effective for any issuer to spend time, effort, and
money pursuing a pennies-on-the dollar recovery in risky
bankruptcy proceedings ............cccceeivieiiiniiniiiniicinces C:1401

B. A Chapter 13 trustee with 3,909 open cases cannot possibly
have the time or the inclination to check the factual
accuracy or internal consistency of the content of each
bankruptcy petition to ascertain its good faith [cf.
C:14069916-18; see ToEC:>C:641 and comment thereunder
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for acCess t0 thOSE CASES]......ueceuieeciieeeiieeciee et e aae e C:1403

C. Another trustee with 3,383 cases was upon a performance-
and-fitness-to-serve complaint referred by the court to the
Assistant U.S. Trustee for a “thorough inquiry”, which
was limited to talking to him and a party and to
uncritically writing down their comments in an opinion,
which the Trustee for Region 2 would not investigate [see
ToEC:>C:641 and comment thereunder for access to
TOSE CASES] ...uvviieiiieeee ettt et e e e eaae e e eare e e rae e C:1406

D. A case that illustrates how a bankruptcy petition riddled
with red flags as to its good faith is accepted without
review by the trustee and readied for confirmation by the
bankruptcy COUTt.......coiviiiiiiiiiicce C:1411

5. Dr. Richard Cordero’s Table Comparing Claims on David and
Mary Ann DeLano in:.........cocooociiiniiiiininiiiiiiicecsecnes C:1415

1) The DeLanos” voluntary bankruptcy petition:
i) WBNY Bankruptcy Court Notice of February 3, 2004,

of meeting of creditors ...........ccocceiiiiiiciinccccces C:1431
ii) Bankruptcy petition, no. 04-20280, WBNY, of
January 27, 2004, with Schedules A-J........ccccccoviiiniiinninnnne. C:1435
(@) Statement of Financial Affairs.......c..cccccvvevivivincnccnenee. C:1455
(b) Verification of Creditor MatriX ........cccccvvereeirencncennennee C:1463
iif) Debt repayment plan of January 26, 2004 ............cccccccevinunnne. C:1467

2) Equifax credit reports
3) Claims register
4) Credit card statements of account

6. Equifax report of April 26, 2004, confirmation # 4117002205, on
Mr. David DeLano, who produced it incompletely on June 14,
2004, to Trustee Reiber: it begins on page 3 of 14 and
continues with pages 5,7,9, 11,13 ........c.ccoviiniinninniiniececeeee C:1469

7. Equifax report of May 8, 2004, confirmation # 4129001647, on
Mary Ann DeLano, who produced it incompletely on June 14,
2004, to Trustee Reiber: it begins on page 3 of 12 and

continues consecutively until page 7 of 12............ccccccecviiniiniicncnne. C:1475
8. WBNY Bankruptcy Court’s register as of June 23, 2004, of
creditors’ claims on the DeLanos ............cccoeveeieiiiniiinncinicnininccee, C:1481

9. WBNY Bankruptcy Court’s creditors matrix for the DeLanos’
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case as Of JuNe 23, 2004 .........couveeveeereeeieereeeee et e

10. Eight incomplete statements of account as of between July and
October 2003, concerning credit card accounts of the DeLanos,
produced belatedly by their attorney, Christopher Werner,

Esq., on June 14, 2004, to Trustee Reiber (cf. D:63, 94980b, 120).....

11. IRS 1040 forms for the DelLanos’ tax returns for 2001, 2002, and

23. Useful addresses for investigating the judicial wrongdoing

and bankruptcy fraud scheme (see also TOEC:§VII).........................

Legal Assistant Sandt’s letter of July 13, 2004, indicating that the U.S.
Attorney’s Office, SDNY, does not have jurisdiction over a matter
concerning the Bankruptcy Court and the District Court in the Western

DISEIICE OFf INEOW YOTK. .o e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e eaeaeas

[Comment: However, the U.S. Attorney failed to take into account the
two links in SDNY to that matter, namely, the CA2 and the U.S. Trustee for
Region 2, which should have been enough to give it jurisdiction to
investigate it.]

Letter of Att. Seymour at the U.S. Attorney’s Office in NYC of August 5,
2004, transmitting to Bradley E. Tyler, Esq., Attorney in Charge of the
US. Attorney’s Office in Rochester, NY, the documentary evidence

submitted by Dr. Cordero to U.S. Att. Kelley.........ccccccviiniiiiniiniincee,

Dr. Cordero’s letter of August 14, 2004, to U.S. Att. Tyler requesting his
opening of an investigation; informing him of the hearings on August 23
and 25, 2004, in In re DeLano, no. 04-20280, in the Bankruptcy Court in
Rochester, NY, and asking that he attend them so that he can witness
Judge Ninfo’s bias and his conduct of the proceedings in the absence of

Dr. Cordero, who would appear by phone ..........c.ccccccvevniinninncinicnee.
a) Table Of EXhibits ......cccocccveiniiiiinieiiecinc e

Dr. Cordero’s fax of August 16, 2004, without cover letter to Robert M.
Silveri, FBI Acting Supervisory Special Agent, Squad C-4, at the FBI
Bureau in NYC, of his motion of August 14, 2004, for docketing and

issue of proposed order, transfer, referral, examination, and other relief ......

Dr. Cordero’s letter of August 17, 2004, faxed to FBI Special Agent
Silveri informing him of the two upcoming hearings in DeLano on
August 23 and 25, 2004, in the Bankruptcy Court in Rochester and
urging him to cause agents to attend them from the FBI offices in Buffalo
and Rochester to whom Agent Silveri referred the material that Dr.
Cordero had submitted to the FBI in NYC, so that they can witness Judge

ININI O S DIAS ettt e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e eeea s e eereaeeeesaaaanannes

.......... C:1491

.......... C:1509

.......... C:1511

.......... C:1513
.......... C:1514

C:752 above

.......... C:1515
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Dr. Cordero’s faxed letter of August 23, 2004, to FBI Special Agent
Silveri explaining how the attorney for the Debtors in the DeLano case is
trying to disallow his claim to eliminate him from the case, the only
party insisting on the production of financial documents that can show
concealment of assets; and requesting that he pass on to his FBI
colleagues in Rochester and Buffalo Dr. Cordero’s reply to the motion to

AISATTOW et e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e eaaeeeeesaeaaeereaaaeeeeeeeseaeeeeaaaeas

a) Dr. Cordero’s reply of August 17, 2004, to the DeLanos’ objection

to his claim and their motion to diSallOW It........eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeieeeeeeeeeeeee e

i) Table of CONtENLS .....ccocueuiriiiiiiiiiciccreecee e

Dr. Cordero’s hand delivery on August 23, 2004, to the Office of FBI
Special Agent Silveri of a copy of his August 20 motion for sanctions on
and compensation from Christopher Werner, Esq., attorney for the

DeLanos, and his law firm for violation of FRBkrP Rule 9011(b) .....................
a) Table Of CONEENES.....ccciciriiiieieirc ettt

[Comment: This motion was intended to focus the FBI’s investigation on
the motive for the wrongful conduct described therein and its tolerance
by Judge Ninfo.]

2. Offices in Rochester and Buffalo

Letter of Richard Resnik, Esq., Assistant U.S. Attorney, of August 24,
2004, to Dr. Cordero stating that the U.S. Attorney’s Office in Rochester
will not investigate Dr. Cordero’s “allegations of bankruptcy fraud and

judicial misconduct” and returning to him all the files..........c.c.ccccoevenncnniinnin.

Dr. Cordero’s letter of August 31, 2004, to Bradley E. Tyler, Esq.,
Attorney in Charge of the U.S. Attorney’s Office in Rochester, NY,
sending back to him in Rochester the files that his Assistant U.S.
Attorney Resnik had returned to Dr. Cordero; and stating that if his
personal relation to Assistant U.S. Trustee Kathleen Dunivin Schmitt
and his trust in her word render Dr. Cordero’s evidence just
“speculations”, as he put it during their phone conversation earlier that
day, and cause his reluctance to examine it, not to mention investigate
her, his objectivity might be compromised, so that he should recuse
himself and support a referral to the Fraud Section of the U.S.

Department of Justice, Criminal DiviSion.........cccoeeverecineinnenncnecnccneeen

a) Table of files already sent to U.S. Att. Tyler and updates

accompanying Dr. Cordero’s August 31 letter to him...........ccccccceeiennnne.

4.a) Notice of hearing of Christopher Werner, Esq., attorney for
the DeLano Debtors, objecting to Dr. Cordero’s claim on the
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DeLanos and moving to disallow it, dated July 19, 2004, but

filed on July 22, 2004.........ccocoviiiriiiiieieeictecee s C:1548

Dr. Cordero’s letter of September 13 and 15, 2004, to Peter Ahearn,
Special Agent in Charge of the FBI bureau in Buffalo, NY, to inquire
about the bound files concerning evidence of a judicial misconduct and
bankruptcy fraud scheme that Dr. Cordero had sent to FBI Assistant
Director Damuro in Charge of the NY City bureau and which were
forwarded on jurisdictional grounds to Mr. Ahearn’s bureau in early

July with a cover letter from Supervisory Special Agent Robert Silveri ................. C:1550

Dr. Cordero’s cover letter of September 18, 2004, to Michael A. Battle,

Esq., U.S. Attorney for WDNY, Buffalo, NY, accompanying............cccoeceevvecinueuenns C:1551

a) Dr. Cordero’s appeal of September 18, 2004, to Att. Battle from the
decision taken by Att. Tyler in Rochester not to open an
investigation into the complaint about a judicial misconduct and
bankruptcy fraud scheme; and statement of the questionable

circumstances under which that decision was made..........ooeeeoeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeenen. C:1552

Dr. Cordero’s letter of October 7, 2004, to Jeannie Bowman, Executive
Assistant to U.S. Att. Battle, accompanying the resubmission of the
appeal to Att. Battle from the decision of Att. Tyler; stating that the latter
was to have forwarded Dr. Cordero’s files to Att. Battle; and setting forth

reasons why Mr. Tyler should not investigate the case.............cccccccerrcciinnnenaee. C:1559

Dr. Cordero’s letter of October 19, 2004, to Mary Pat Floming, Esq.,
Assistant U.S. Attorney at the U.S. Attorney’s Office in Buffalo,
requesting that she see to it that the accompanying appeal to Att. Battle

is brought to his attention and requesting her assistance...........c.ccccccececeririrncnnnee C:1560

Dr. Cordero’s letter of October 25, 2004, to Att. Floming with an update
about why Trustee Reiber is refusing to hold an examination of the
DeLanos and stating that just as Mr. Tyler cannot investigate Dr.
Cordero’s appeal from his own decision, neither of Trustees Schmitt,
Martini, or Reiber can investigate the bankruptcy fraud scheme, and
requesting that she use the influence of her Office to cause the Executive
Office of the U.S. Trustee to appoint an independent trustee to examine

TNE DIELATIOS ..o e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e eeeaeaeeeaaaaeaaaaaaas C:1561

U.S. Att. Battle’s letter of November 4, 2004, to Dr. Cordero stating that
he reviewed the documentation and found no basis for Dr. Cordero’s

claim of bankruptcy fraud and closing the matter..............cccoociiiniiiiinnnn. C:1562

Dr. Cordero’s letter of November 15, 2004, to U.S. Att. Battle showing
that as of November 1 Att. Battle did not have the documentation and
could not have retrieved it from the Rochester office and reviewed over
315 pages by November 4, and requesting that he obtain the files and
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assign the case to skilled bankruptcy fraud investigators as he had said
on November 1 that he would do .........ccoeveiiiiniiiice

Att. Battle’s letter of November 29, 2004, to Dr. Cordero stating that his
trusted professionals indicated that Dr. Cordero was a party to a
bankruptcy case that was later appropriately resolved by a bankruptcy
JUAZE e

Dr. Cordero’s letter of December 6, 2004, to U.S. Att. Battle showing that
he does not even know the facts of the Appeal to him of September 18
and that there are two actions, both are ongoing, and that if his trusted
professionals know how ongoing actions will be resolved, the process is
a sham, and requesting that he refer the accompanying Request to the
Attorney General for investigation ............ccccooiiiiiiiiiiiiiccce

a) Dr. Cordero’s request of December 6, 2004, to U.S. Att. Battle to
report to the Acting U.S. Attorney General for investigation the
evidence of a judicial misconduct and bankruptcy fraud scheme.......

i) Table of CONtents ..........cccceeiviiiiiiiiiiiicce,
ii) Table of EXhibits.......cccccccviiiniiiiiiiiiiincicccccceces

Dr. Cordero’s letter of December 27, 2004, to U.S. Att. Battle to inquire
what action he took with regard his December 6 Request [never replied
(o] [P PP UPURPRRRN

Study Committee chaired by Justice Stephen Breye
evidence of a pattern of systematic dismissal of

............ C:1563

............ C:1565

............ C:1566

............ C:1568

............ C:1587

............ C:1601

L. Submissions to the Judicial Conduct and Disability Act

r of

complaints about judicial wrongdoing in support of a
bankruptcy fraud scheme further protected by preventing

complaints from reaching the Judicial Conference

The 15 Decisions of the Judicial Conference Committee to Review
Circuit Council Conduct Orders since the adoption of the Judicial
Conduct and Disability Act of 1980 (cf. C:682)........cccceuirinniiiiiriricceennes

177. Dr. Cordero’s letters with supporting exhibits submitted to the Judicial

Conduct and Disability Act Study Committee and to each of its members
and the Study Committee’s acknowledgment of receipt thereof:

a) Dr. Cordero’s submission of November 26, 2004, requesting that they:

“l1. bring to the attention of the Judicial Conference or its members the
advisability both of taking jurisdiction of the petition herewith [C:823],
on grounds such as those set forth therein, and of investigating the
complaints for the purpose, among others, of shedding light on the
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misapplication of the Act by chief judges and judicial councils;

2. include this case in your Study and investigate it as part thereof, and if
the Committee holds hearings, invite me to be heard and answer your
guestions; and

3. if you believe that Judge Ninfo or any of the others has committed an
offense, make a report of this case to the Acting U.S. Attorney
General under 18 U.S.C. 3057(a)."

b) Study Committee’s acknowledgment:
1. Of DeCemMDEY 2, 2004 ..o e e e e e e e e ereeeeereeaeneeees
2. 0f DecembBEr 3, 200 ... e e e e e e e e e e e aaaaa
c) December 20, 2004, requesting that they: ..........c.cccccvecinenniniiniicene

“1. add this letter and supporting documents [C:845] to my case and
include them in your Study; and

2. convey to the Administrative Office and the Conference that in the
interest of studying the handling in the Act’'s last review stage of the
first petition filed with it in many years, my petition [C:823] should be
forwarded to the Conference to be investigated and decided by it.”

d) Study Committee’s acknowledgment:
1. Of DecemDber 27, 2004 ..ot e e e e e e e e e e ereeaean
2. of January 7, 2005 ........ccccoviiiiriiiniiiie e
e) March 9, 2005, requesting that they: ............ccocoiiiiininiice,

“1. make known to Chief Justice Rehnquist the importance for the work of
the Study Committee, which he himself appointed, that he cause the
Judicial Conference to determine the jurisdictional issue either as
presented in the addendum (C:899) to my petition or by having the
petition (C:823) forwarded to the Conference from the Administrative
Office;

2. convey to Administrative Office General Counsel William R. Burchill
and Director Leonidas Mecham the need to forward the petition to the
Conference so that it be the one to determine the jurisdictional issue”;
‘and

3. take cognizance from my motion for the recusal [C:905] of
Complained-about Bankruptcy Judge John C. Ninfo, Il, WBNY, of the
egregious nature and harmful effect on me of his misconduct as
evidence of the need in legal and practical terms to have the
Conference review this petition.’

f) Study Committee’s acknowledgment:
1. of March 15, 2005..........cccooiiiiiiiiiiiiccec s
2. of March 22, 2005...........cccoiuiininiiiiiic s
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“1. bring to the attention both of Judge Ralph K. Winter, Jr., Chairman of

the Committee to Review Circuit Council Conduct and Disability
Orders, and of the Review Committee itself the need to let the Judicial
Conference decide the issue of the scope of its own jurisdiction to
review a circuit council’s judicial misconduct orders”; 'and

considering whether too narrow an interpretation of the jurisdictional
provisions of the Judicial Misconduct Act accounts for the fact that for
years not a single petition has been submitted to it [cf.C:1771]...s0
that instead of it protecting individuals who suffer abuse and bias
through judicial misconduct or the public at large who must bear the
loss of access to justice and the material cost caused by judges
engaged in wrongdoing, the Act has been interpreted as a means for
judges to take care of their own.’

i) Table of EXhibits.......ccoeiiirieiniiiiiiiiciiicccccecceceeees

h) Study Committee’s acknowledgment:

j)

1. of April 1, 2005
2. of April 1, 2005

1. consider the decision of the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts

not to forward to the Judicial Conference my petition for it to perform
its duty under 28 U.S.C. 8753(c) by opening an investigation of WBNY
Bankruptcy Court Reporter Mary Dianetti's refusal to certify the
reliability of her transcript;

to the extent that Administrative Office Assistant General Counsel
Robert Deyling is following instructions from the Conference, consider
whether the uselessness of the Judicial Conduct and Disability Act of
1980 since its enactment 25 years ago results from the determination
of the Conference and the judges never to police themselves formally;
and

let me know to whom in the Conference | can address my petition so
as to seize that body thereof.

Study Committee’s acknowledgment:

1. of August 12, 2005

k) September 1, 2005, requesting that they: .........c.cccceoneininniniice C:1766

ToEC:68

1. consider my Supplement [C:1127] to the Petition [C:1183] showing

how WBNY Reporter Mary Dianetti's refusal to certify her transcript is
part of a bankruptcy fraud scheme whereby Bkr. Judge John C. Ninfo,
II, and Chapter 13 Trustee George Reiber have confirmed the debt
repayment plan of Bankrupts David and Mary Ann DelLano upon the
pretense that an investigation cleared them of fraud, yet the evidence
shows that there was never any investigation and their bankruptcy
was fraudulent; and

2. set an example for your peers of concern for judicial integrity and

§V.L. Submissions to Justice Breyer’s Study Com’tee of pattern of systematic dismissal of complaints



compliance with judges’ duty under 18 U.S.C. 83057(a) by referring
both the Petition and its Supplement to U.S. Attorney General Alberto
Gonzales.

1) Study Committee’s acknowledgment:
1. of September 7, 2005 .........ccoeiriiiiirieinieiiicieeceeee s C:1767

[Comment: Except for the acknowledgments of receipt of Dr. Cordero’s
submissions to the Study Committee and each of its members, neither
the former nor any of the latter wrote to Dr. Cordero or furnished any
information requested, let alone caused the Judicial Conference to take
any action to review his petitions or otherwise provide any relief from the
enormous waste of effort, time, and money and the tremendous
emotional distress inflicted upon him by the judges’ continued
wrongdoing in support of a bankruptcy fraud scheme.]

178. The statements of the Judicial Conference Committee to Review Circuit
Council Conduct and Disability Orders contained in the 1997-2006
Reports of the Judicial Conference Proceedings............ccocecuveiniicinccinecnincninecnnes C1771

179. Announcement of November 17, 2005, of the new and continuing
members of the Committee on Judicial Conduct .........cccoeevvveeieeieieeiicieeeeeeeeeeeeen C:1821

180. 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............ccccccoviiniiiiiinnnniniiee C:1823

181. -200 reserved

Dated:  August 1, 2006
59 Crescent Street
Brooklyn, NY 11208-1515

Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq.

. cn=Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq., c=US, o=Judicial-Discipline-
D\". W CQ’L&_QJ’ZO/ &,Q, Reform.org, ou=http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org,
email=DrRCordero@Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org
2007.04.03 13:09:11 -04'00°
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VI. Table of Authorities Cited (AuC:#) whose text is in downloadable
PDF files (click on the Bookmarks tab to navigate easily through the files)

A. Constitution of the U. S.

The Constitution of the United States with Index and Declaration of Independence

The Amendments to the Constitution

B. Statutes

1) 11 U.S.C. Bankruptcy
a) 11 U.S.C. Bankruptcy Code (whole title as of January 19, 2004)

b) 11 U.S.C. Bankruptcy Abuse Prevention and Consumer Protection Act of
2005 (BAPCPA)

c) Report of the Committee on the Judiciary, House of Representatives to
accompany S. 256 together with Dissenting, Additional Dissenting, and
Additional Minority Views

2) Excerpts from 18 U.S.C.
18 U.S.C. §§151-158. Bankruptcy Crimes

Sec. 151. Definition
Sec. 152. Concealment of assets; false oaths and claims; bribery
Sec. 153. Embezzlement against estate
Sec. 154. Adverse interest and conduct of officers
Sec. 155. Fee agreements in cases under title 11 and receiverships
Sec. 156. Knowing disregard of bankruptcy law or rule
Sec. 157. Bankruptcy fraud

Sec. 158. Designation of United States attorneys and agents of the Federal
Bureau of Investigation to address abusive reaffirmations of debt
and materially fraudulent statements in bankruptcy schedules

18 U.S.C. §1519. Destruction, alteration, or falsification of records in Federal
investigation and bankruptcy

18 U.S.C. §81961-1968 Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations (RICO)
Sec. 1961. Definitions.
Sec. 1962. Prohibited activities.
Sec. 1963. Criminal penalties.
Sec. 1964. Civil remedies.
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Sec. 1965. Venue and process.
Sec. 1966. Expedition of actions.
Sec. 1967. Evidence.
Sec. 1968. Civil investigative demand.
18 U.S.C. §3057. Bankruptcy investigations
18 U.S.C. §3284. Concealment of bankrupt’s assets
18 U.S.C. §3571. Sentence of fine
3) 28 U.S.C. Judiciary & Judicial Procedure (whole Title as of January 19, 2004)
28 U.S.C. §§151-158. Bankruptcy judges
Sec. 151. Designation of bankruptcy courts.
Sec. 152. Appointment of bankruptcy judges.
Sec. 153. Salaries; character of service.
Sec. 154. Division of business; chief judge.
Sec. 155. Temporary transfer of bankruptcy judges.
Sec. 156. Staff; expenses.
Sec. 157. Procedures.
Sec. 158. Appeals. Sec. 158. Appeals [as amended by BAPCPA of 2005]
28 U.S.C. §331. Judicial Conference of the United States
28 U.S.C. §332. Judicial councils of circuits
28 U.S.C. §§351-364. Judicial Conduct and Disability Act of 1980
Sec. 351. Complaints; judge defined
Sec. 352. Review of complaint by chief judge
Sec. 353. Special committees
Sec. 354. Action by judicial council
Sec. 355. Action by Judicial Conference
Sec. 356. Subpoena power
Sec. 357. Review of orders and actions
Sec. 358. Rules
Sec. 359. Restrictions
Sec. 360. Disclosure of information

Sec. 361. Reimbursement of expenses

ToEC:72  §VI. Table of Authorities Cited (AuC:#) whose text is in Stat of Facts’ attachments & in separate PDF files
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Sec. 362. Other provisions and rules not affected

Sec. 363. Court of Federal Claims, Court of International Trade, Court of
Appeals for the Federal Circuit

Sec. 364. Effect of felony conviction
28 U.S.C. §453. Oaths of justices and judges
28 U.S.C. §455. Disqualification of justice, judge, or magistrate judge
28 U.S.C. §586. Trustees’ duties; supervision by Attorney General
28 U.S.C. §753. Court Reporters
28 U.S.C. §2071. Rules of courts; power to make them

C. National Procedural Rules (as of December 1, 2005)

1. Rules of the Supreme Court of the United States
2. Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure

3. Federal Rules of Civil Procedure

4. Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure

a. FRBkrP amended by Bankruptcy Abuse Prevention & Consumer Protection
Act of 2005

5. Federal Rules of Evidence

D. Local Procedural Rules

6. Local Rules of the Court of Appeals, Cir. 2
7. Local Civil Rules of Procedure, WDNY
8. Local Bankruptcy Rules, WBNY

E. Complaint Rules

9. Rules of the Judicial Conference of the United States for the Processing of
Petitions for Review of Judicial Council Orders Under the Judicial Conduct and
Disability Act

10. Rules of the Judicial Council of the Second Circuit Governing Complaints
Against Judicial Officers under 28 U.S.C. §351 et seq.

F. Code of Federal Regulations

11. Title 28: Judicial Administration: Part 58.1-6 —Regulations Relating To The
Bankruptcy Reform Acts of 1978 And 1994
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G. Code of Conduct for US Judges

12. Code of Conduct for United States Judges

H. Trustee Manual

13. U.S. Trustee Manual Volume 2: Chapter 7 Case Administration

I. Judicial Conference Committee to Review Circuit
Council Conduct and Disability Orders

14. The 15 decisions of issued by the Review Committee since
the adoption of the Judicial Conduct and Disability Act of 1980

J. Standards of Professional Responsibility

1) For Lawyers
15. ABA Model Code of Professional Responsibility (August 1980)
16. ABA Model Code of Rules of Professional Responsibility (2004)
a. States applying either the ABA Model Code or the Model Rules
17. New York Lawyer's Code of Professional Responsibility (as of January 1, 2002)

2) For Journalists

18. The New York Times Statement on Integrity
19. Washington Post Standards and Ethics, February 17, 1999
20. Jim Lehrer’s Rules of Journalism

21. American Society of Newspaper Editors Statement of Principles
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Tables pointing to the roles played by persons and entities
involved in the 11 underlying cases

A.1. Contact information with references to exhibits for

background to investigatees: organized alphabetically (see
these entries in more detail and organized by categories at ToEC:271)

Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts
Office of the General Counsel
One Columbus Circle, NE, Suite 7-290
Washington, DC 20544
tel. (202) 502-1100; fax (202) 502-1033
http:/ /www.uscourts.gov/adminoff.html
(C:685, 1120)

Ahearn, Peter
Special Agent in Charge
FBI Buffalo
7800 One FBI Plaza
Buffalo, NY 14202-2698
tel. (716) 856-7800; fax (716)843-5288
http:/ /butfalo.fbi.gov/
(C:1550)

Allen, Patricia Chin-
Deputy Clerk of Court
Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit
40 Foley Square, Room 1802
New York, NY 10007
tel. (212)857-8702
(C:62, 71, 73,109, 315; cf. 316; 326)

ToEC:76

Attorney General Alberto Gonzales

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW

Washington, DC 20530-0001
main switchboard: 202-514-2000
Off. of the Att. Gen.: 202-353-1555
http:/ /www justice.gov/index.html
http:/ /www justice.gov/usao/ offices/
usa_listings2. html#n

Arbur, Cathy

Public Information Officer

Public Information Office

Supreme Court of the United States

1 First Street, N.E.

Washington, D.C. 20543

tel. (202)479-3050. (202)479-3000

(C:573, 980.k;
ToEC:>C:980.x>Comment; A:1601)

§VIL.A.1. Contact information with references to exhibits for background to investigatees
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Bankruptcy Court (Buffalo)
U.S. Bankruptcy Court, WBNY
Olympic Towers, 300 Pearl St., Suite 250
Buffalo, NY 14242
tel. (716) 551-4130; fax (716)551-5103
http:/ /www.nywb.uscourts.gov/
(official directory at ToEC:90)

Bankruptcy Court (Rochester)

U.S. Bankruptcy Court, WBNY

1400 U.S. Courthouse

100 State Street

Rochester, NY 14614
tel. (585) 613-4200; fax (585)613-4299
http:/ /www.nywb.uscourts.gov/
(official directory at ToEC:89)

Barr, Jeffrey, Esq.
Assistant General Counsel
Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts
Office of the General Counsel
One Columbus Circle, NE, Suite 7-290
Washington, DC 20544

tel. (202) 502-1100; fax (202) 502-1033

(C:681-684)

Battle, Michael, Esq.

U.S. Attorney for WDNY

U.S. Attorney’s Office

138 Delaware Center

Buffalo, NY 14202
tel. (716)843-5700; fax (716)551-3052
http:/ /www justice.gov/usao/nyw/

(C:1551, 1552, 1562-1566, 1568, 1601)
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Beyma, Michael J., Esq.
Underberg & Kessler, LLP
1800 Chase Square
Rochester, NY 14604
tel. (585)-258-2890
(attorney for M&T and David DeLano
in Pfuntner)
(Add:531; Pst:12898f))
law firm’s tel. (585) 258-2800; fax (585)
258-282
http:/ /www.underberg-kessler.com/

Bonadio & Co. LLP
Accountants
Corporate Crossings
171 Sully's Trail Suite 201
Pittsford, NY 14534-4557
tel. (585)381-1000; fax (585)381-3131
http:/ /www.bonadio.com/
(accounting firm in Premier)
(ToEA:15387; A:431, 967)

Bowman, Jennie
Executive Assistant to the US Attorney
U.S. Attorney’s Office for WDNY
138 Delaware Center
Buffalo, NY 14202
tel. (716)843-5700; fax (716)551-3051
(C:1559)

Breyer, Justice Stephen
(see Judicial Conduct and Disability Act
Study Committee)

Burchill, William, Esq.
General Counsel
Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts
Office of the General Counsel
One Columbus Circle, NE, Suite 7-290
Washington, DC 20544

tel. (202) 502-1100; fax (202) 502-1033

(cf. C:877, 890)

ToEC:77
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Carter, Christopher, Owner
Champion Moving & Storage
795 Beahan Road
Rochester, NY 14624
tel. (585) 235-3500; fax (585) 235-2105
cellular (585) 820-4645
(A:353-9/14; 109fn.8)

Chris
(son of manager of James Pfuntner’s
warehouse; see Ormand, John)

Committee to Review Circuit Council

Conduct and Disability Orders

Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts

Office of the General Counsel

One Columbus Circle, NE, Suite 7-290

Washington, DC 20544

tel. (202) 502-1100; fax (202) 502-1033

(C:889, 896, 935, 936, 967, 968; C:973,
ToEC:980.k and Comment thereunder)

Complaints, judicial misconduct,
statistics
(C:973; ToEC:107; see also Judicial
Conduct and Disability Act Study
Committee)

Committees on the Judiciary, U.S.
Congress
(C:1354; cf. C:1352, 1353)

U.S. House of Representatives
Committee on the Judiciary
2138 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

tel. (202) 225-3951

http:/ /judiciary.house.gov/

U.S. Senate

Judiciary Committee

224 Dirken Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

ToEC:78

tel. (202) 224-5225; fax: (202) 224-9102
http:/ /judiciary.senate.gov/

Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit (CA2)
40 Foley Square, Room 1802
New York, NY 10007

tel. (212) 857-8500

http:/ /www.ca2.uscourts.gov/

Creditors, financial institutions, and
others
(C:583, 1354, 1464, 1481, 1488; D:324)

Damuro, Pasquale J.

Assistant Director in Charge

FBI New York

26 Federal Plaza, 23rd. Floor

New York, NY 10278-0004
tel. (212)384-1000;
emergency (212)384-5000]
http:/ /newyork.fbi.gov/

(C:1331, 1348, 1391, 1396)
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DeLano, David G. and Mary Ann
1262 Shoecraft Road
Webster, NY 14580
Tax id. Nos. 077-32-3894; 091-36-0517)
(debtors in In re DeLano who filed
under Ch. 13, Adjustment of debts of
individuals with regular income
(D:23-60; C:1296499-16; 1415; 1469-
1479)

DeLano, David
M&T Bank Assistant Vice President
255 East Avenue
Rochester, NY 14604
tel. (585) 258-8475, (800) 724-2440
(3rd party defendant in Pfuntner
(A:82, 87; Pst:1285970);
bkr. petitioner in DeLano (D:23-60)
defendant in Cordero v. DeLano
(Pst:128188d-f))

Department of Justice
U.S. Department of Justice
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20530-0001
main switchboard tel. (202)514-2000
Office of the Att. Gen.’s tel. (202)353-1555
http:/ /www.usdoj.gov

Deyling, Robert

Assistant General Counsel

Office of the General Counsel

Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts

One Columbus Circle, NE, Suite 7-290

Washington, DC 20544

tel. (202) 502-1100; fax (202) 502-1033

(C:859, 865)

Tbl of Exh of C:# pages supporting Dr. Cordero’s call of 8/1/6 for a virtual firm of lawyers & investigators

Dianetti, Mary
Bankruptcy Court Reporter
612 South Lincoln Road
East Rochester, NY 14445
tel. (585)586-6392
(C:1081, 1155-1165, 1167, 1083)

District Court
U.S. District Court, WDNY
2120 U.S. Courthouse
100 State Street
Rochester, NY 14614-1387
tel. (585)613-4000
http:/ /www.nywd.uscourts.gov/

Dworkin, David
Manager
Jefferson-Henrietta Warehouse
415 Park Avenue
Rochester, NY
tel. (585) 244-3575; fax 716-647-3555
(3rd party defendant in Pfuntner
(A:79, 88; 353-1/2&4))
(manager of Simply Storage
tel. (585) 442-8820;
officer of LLD Enterprises
tel. (585) 244-3575; fax (716)647-3555)

Early, Rodney C.
Clerk of Court
United States District Court
2120 U.S. Courthouse
100 State Street
Rochester, NY 14614-1387

tel. (585) 263-6263

(A:469, 457, 461, 462, 13708D)

ToEC:79
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Essler, Karl S., Esq.
Fix Spindelman Brovitz & Goldman, P.C.
295 Woodcliff Drive, Suite 200
Fairport, NY 14450
tel. (585) 641-8000; fax (585) 641-8080
http:/ /fixspin.com/fsbg.html
(attorney for David Dworkin and

Jetferson Henrietta Associates)
(A:725, 727)

Executive Office of the U.S. Trustee
(EOUST)
20 Massachusetts Ave., N.W., Room 8000
Washington, D.C. 20530
tel. (202)307-1391; fax (202)307-0672
http:/ /www.usdoj.gov/ust/eo/ust_org
/ office_locator.htm

ToEC:80

Federal Bureau of Investigations
J. Edgar Hoover Building
935 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20535-0001

tel. (202) 324-3000

http:/ /www.fbi.gov/

FBI, Rochester Office
Rochester Resident Agent
300 Federal Building
100 State Street
Rochester NY 14614
tel. (585)546-2220); fax (585)546-2329

Floming, Mary Pat, Esq.
Assistant U.S. Attorney
U.S. Attorney’s Office for WDNY
138 Delaware Center
Buffalo, NY 14202
tel. (716)843-5700, ext. 867; fax (716)551-3052
(C:1560, 1561)

Frieday, Melissa
Court Reporter Contracting Officer
US. Bankruptcy Court, WBNY
Olympic Towers, 300 Pearl St., Suite 250
Buffalo, NY 14242
tel. (716) 551-4130; fax (716)551-5103
(C:1152, 1153, 1166)

Friedman, Lawrence A.
Director
Executive Office of the United States
Trustees
20 Massachusetts Ave., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20530

tel. (202)307-1391; fax (202)307-0672

§VIL.A.1. Contact information with references to exhibits for background to investigatees
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Galindo, Fernando
Chief Deputy Clerk
Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit
40 Foley Square, Room 1802
New York, NY 10007
tel. (212) 857-8500
(C:509, 621)

Ghysel, Margaret (Peggy)
Appeals Clerk
United States District Court
2120 U.S. Courthouse
100 State Street
Rochester, NY 14614-1387

tel. (585) 263-6263

(A:467a, 456, 460, 462, 13708D)

Ginsburg, Justice Ruth
Circuit Justice for the 2nd Circuit
Supreme Court of the United States
1 First Street, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20543
tel. (202)479-3000
(C:110, 855, 857)

Gordon, Kenneth W., Esq.

Chapter 7 Trustee for Premier Van Lines

Gordon & Schaal, LLP

100 Meridian Centre Blvd., Suite 120

Rochester, New York 14618

tel. (585) 244-1070; fax (585) 244-1085

(A1, 2,8,19,37, 838F, 888C; ToEC:91
cases: 3,092 increased to 3,383)
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Heller, Art (Arthur), Esq.
Calendar Officer
Calendar Office
Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit
40 Foley Square
New York, NY 10007

tel. (212) 857-8532

(C:360; A:1041, 1042, 1181, 1193; D:285, 297)

Hogan, Chief Judge Thomas F.
Chair of the Executive Committee of the
Judicial Conference
U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia
333 Constitution Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20001
tel. (202) 354-3000
(C:1177, 1178, 1179; ToEC:>C:1271>comment)

Hatch, Chairman Orrin G.
U.S. Senate, Judiciary Committee
224 Dirksen Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510
tel. (202) 224-5251; fax: (202) 224-6331
(C:1353)

ToEC:81
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Internet links to all federal courts

http:/ /www.uscourts.gov/courtlinks/
(C:852)

Jacobs, CA2 Judge Dennis
Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit
40 Foley Square, Room 1802
New York, NY 10007
tel. (212) 857-8500
(next eligible chief judge)
C:111, 145, 316, 391, 1285, 1317)

Jefferson Henrietta Associates
415 Park Avenue
Rochester, NY 14607
tel. (585) 244-3575; fax. (585) 473-3555
(3rd party defendant in Pfuntner)
(A:81, 88; 353-2; 108fn.5-8)

Judicial Conduct and Disability
Act Study Committee
Justice Stephen Breyer, Chairman
Supreme Court of the United States
1 First Street, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20543

tel. (202) 479-3211

http:/ /www.uscourts.gov/judconfinde
x.html

a) tables and reports (C:566, 567, 568)

b) petition to review Judicial Council
dismissals (C:823, 899;
ToEC:>C:862>Comment)

c) letters & tables of members contacted
(C:822, 851, 856-858, 865, 872, 875, 896,
897, 935)

d) how to update the table of members
(C:852)

e) on Reporter Dianetti (C:1081, 1082,
1083, 1115)

f) on Trustee Reiber and bankruptcy
fraud scheme (C:1127, 1151)

Judicial Council of the Second Circuit

Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit

40 Foley Square, Room 1802

New York, NY 10007

tel. (212)857-8700; fax (212)857-8680
a) tables of names, addresses, and

telephone numbers of the members of
the Judicial Council:

1) displayed in tabular format for mail
merge (C:774)
2) displayed as block addresses (C:112)

b) official information about the Judicial Council

(C:775) http:/ /www.ca2.uscourts.gov/
c) table of CA2 judicial misconduct orders

(C:564; ctf. C:973, ToEC:980.k and Comment

thereunder)

http:/ /www.supremecourtus.gov/pu d) disregarded request for abrogatory review of

WDNY Local Rule inconsistent with FRCivP

blicinfo/ press/pr_04-13-04.html
(Stat. of Facts 10932; C:973, ToEC:980.k
and Comment thereunder)

Judicial Conference of the United States
Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts
Office of the General Counsel
One Columbus Circle, NE, Suite 7-290
Washington, DC 20544

tel. (202) 502-1100; fax (202) 502-1033

ToEC:82

(C:1285, 1286, 1291, 1317)
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Kelley, David N., Esq.

U.S. Attorney for SDNY

One St. Andrews Plaza

New York, NY 10007
tel. (212)637-2200; fax (212)637-2611
http:/ /www justice.gov/usao/nys/
(C:1345,1391-1395, 1511, 1512)

Kyler, Christine
Assistant to Assistant U.S. Trustee
Federal Office Building, Room 6090
100 State Street, Room 6090
Rochester, New York 14614
tel. (585) 263-5812; fax (585) 263-5862
(D:474, 476, 495)

Larimer, District Judge David G.
United States District Court
2120 U.S. Courthouse
100 State Street
Rochester, NY 14614-1387
tel. (585) 263-6263
(A:16548B; ToEC:>C:1108>comment;
C:1303§B, 1313, 117381I; ToEC:§VIL.D
Table 4; ToEC:>C:1108>Comment)
District judges” decisions at
http:/ /www.nywd.uscourts.gov/de
cision/decision.php to be searched
for patterns and inconsistencies
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MacKechnie, Roseann
Clerk of Court
Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit
40 Foley Square, Room 1802
New York, NY 10007
tel. (212) 857-8500
(C:325, ToEC>C:325 and Comment;
C:491, 492, 510)

MacKnight, David, Esq.
Lacy, Katzen, Ryen & Mittleman, LLP
130 East Main Street
Rochester, New York 14604-1686
tel. (585) 454-5650; fax (585) 454-6525
http:/ /www lacykatzen.com/

(attorney for James Pfuntner)
(Add:531; A:495-505, 510)

Martini, Deirdre A.

U.S. Trustee for Region 2

Office of the United States Trustee

55 Whitehall Street, 21st Floor

New York, NY 10004
tel. (212) 510-0500; fax (212) 668-2256
http:/ /www.usdoj.gov/ust/r02/

(D:90§VII, 137, 139, 141, 158, 307, 330)

M&T Bank (Manufacturers & Traders Trust Bank)

255 East Avenue

Rochester, NY 14604
tel. (585) 258-8475, (800) 724-2440, 8472
http:/ /mtbna.com/

(defendant and cross-defendant in Pfuntner

and employer of David DeLano)
(A:83, 878IIL.A))

ToEC:83
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Mauskopf, Roslynn, Esq.
U.S. Attorney for the EDNY
147 Pierrepont Street
Brooklyn, NY 11201
tel. (718)254-7000; fax (718)254-6479
http:/ /www justice.gov/usao/nye/
(C:1346, 1347)

Milton, Karen Greve

2nd Circuit Executive

Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit

40 Foley Square, Room 1802

New York, NY 10007

tel. (212)857-8700; fax (212)857-8680
(C:143, 466, 508, 511, 513, 811, 982, 998,

1024, 1066; ToEC:>C:513>comment,
>(C:1024>comment)

Ninfo, Bkr. Judge John C., II
United States Bankruptcy Court
1400 United States Courthouse
100 State Street

Rochester, NY 14614

tel. (585) 613-4200; fax (585)613-4299

(Official directory at ToEC:89)

a) misconduct complaint (C:1, 63; E:1-
60)

b) evidence of bias and disregard for
rule of law (C:951, 1313; A:801;
D:231; Pst:126988a-d)

c) motions to recuse (A:674; D:355

d) List of hearings and decisions
presided over or written by Judge
Ninfo, in Pfuntner and DeLano, as of
May 10, 2006 (C:1110)

e) failure to investigate (ToEC:§VILE
Table 4; Add:10518II)

f) Judge Ninfo’s decisions at
http:/ /www.nywb.uscourts.gov/de
cisions/jcn.php to be searched for
patterns and inconsistencies

Ormand, John
(Manager of James Pfuntner’s
warehouse in Avon, NY
Chris, John Ormand’s son
tel. (585)226-8303)
(A:50092 et seq.; 503; 520949 et seq.)

PACER (Public Access to Court Electronic Records)
http:/ / pacer.psc.uscourts.gov/;
cf. https:/ /ecf.nywb.uscourts.gov/cgi-
bin/login.pl
(Stat. of Facts 2992, 11, 19, 33b)

Palmer, David
Premier Van Lines, Inc., owner
1829 Middle Road
Rush, NY 14543
Tax id. no. 065-62-2753
(A:72910 et seq., 78§A, 88§B, 290-295, 351)

ToEC:84 §VIL.A.1. Contact information with references to exhibits for background to investigatees
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Premier Van Lines, Inc.

¢/o David Palmer

1829 Middle Road

Rush, NY 14543
(storage and moving company)
Tax id.: 16-1542181 (A:565)

Pfuntner, James
2140 Sackett Road
Avon, NY 14414
tel. in NY (585)738-3105; (585)226-2122;
(585)226-8303; in Florida (954)321-6449)
a. Owner of the warehouse in Avon and
Plaintiff in Pfuntner
(A:18a, 21, 22, 56, 492, 510)
b. Western Empire Truck Sale, owner
2926 West Main Street
Caledonia, NY 14423
tel. (585)538-2200; fax (585) 538-9858
c. Western Empire Storage, owner
Caledonia, NY 14423
tel. (585)538-6100

Pusateri, Vince
Vice President
Manufacturers & Traders Trust Company
255 East Avenue
Rochester, NY 14604
tel. (585) 258-8472, 800-724-2440
(David DeLano’s boss)
(A:353-10-14)

Tbl of Exh of C:# pages supporting Dr. Cordero’s call of 8/1/6 for a virtual firm of lawyers & investigators

Rabiej, John K.
Chief of the Rules Committees Support
Office
Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts
One Columbus Circle, NE, Suite 7-290
Washington, DC 20544

tel. (202) 502-1820

(C:861)

Rand, Paula
Courtroom Deputy for Judge Larimer
United States District Court
2120 U.S. Courthouse
100 State Street
Rochester, NY 14614-1387
tel. (585)613-4040, (585) 263-6263

Rehnquist, Chief Justice William
Supreme Court of the United States
1 First Street, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20543
tel. (202)479-3000
(C:851, 865, 872, 897, 971, 1121, 1122;
1115, 1082; ToEC:>C:1384>Comment)

Reiber, George M., Esq.

Chapter 13 Trustee

South Winton Court

3136 S. Winton Road, Suite 206

Rochester, NY 14623

tel. (585) 427-7225; fax (585) 427-7804

(trustee in DeLano)
(D:7988 1&I11, 92§C; Add:10418I; C:1052-
1054; ToEC:§VILE Table 4; 3,909 open cases,
ToeC:01)

Resnik, Richard, Esq.
Assistant U.S. Attorney
620 Federal Building
100 State Street
Rochester, NY 14614
tel. (585)263-6760; fax (585)263-6226
(C:1545, 1546, 1547)

ToEC:85
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Reynolds, John, Auctioneer
tel. (315)331-8815
(Tr.97/13-20, 98/13-20, 102/2-19,
110/2-8, 110/23-111/4, 113/2-10,
115/4-17, 119/4-14, 121/9-17)

Rodriguez, Robert
Deputy Clerk
Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit
40 Foley Square
New York, NY 10007
tel. (212)857-8521
(A:507, 612)

Schmitt, Kathleen Dunivin, Esq.
Assistant U.S. Trustee
Federal Office Building, Room 6090
100 State Street, Room 6090
Rochester, New York 14614
tel. (585) 263-5812; fax (585) 263-5862
(A:37, 38, 52, 102; D:8481V; D:160, 307,
470,471, 474; ToEC:§VILE Table 4)

Schwartz, Carolyn S.
United States Trustee for Region 2
3 Whitehall Street, Suite 2100
New York, NY 10004
tel. (212)510-0500; fax: (212)668-2256
(A:101, 102)

ToEC:86

Sensenbrenner, Chairman F. James Jr.,
U.S. HR Committee on the Judiciary
U.S. House of Representatives
2138 Rayburn, House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515
U.S. Senate News Advisory, Contact:
Jetf Lungren/Terry Shawn
tel. (202)225-2492
www.house.gov/judiciary
(C:576, 1352; ToEC>C:1352>Comment)

Stickle, Todd
Deputy Clerk of Court
U.S. Bankruptcy Court, WBNY
1400 United States Courthouse
100 State Street
Rochester, NY 14614

tel. (585) 613-4223

(ToEA:§B.7)

Stilwell, Raymond C., Esq.

Adair, Kaul, Murphy, Axelrod & Santoro, LLP

The Law Center at Williamsville
17 Beresford Court
Williamsville, NY 14221
tel. (716) 565-2000
300 Linden Oaks, Suite 220
Rochester, NY 14625
tel. (585)248-3800; fax (585)248-4961
(Attorney for Premier & David Palmer)
(A: 353-5, 341, 565)

§VIL.A.1. Contact information with references to exhibits for background to investigatees
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Supreme Court of the United States
1 First Street, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20543
tel. (202)479-3211
(see also Arbur, Cathy, and Turner, Ed,
tel. (202)479-3050, (202)479-3000)

Teitsworth, Roy
Auctioneer
6502 Barber Hill Road
Geneseo, NY 14454
tel. (585)243-1563; fax (585)3311
http:/ /www.teitsworth.com/
(hired by Trustee Gordon in Premier)
(A:431, 576/97, 967, 986; ToEA:15387)

Tbl of Exh of C:# pages supporting Dr. Cordero’s call of 8/1/6 for a virtual firm of lawyers & investigators

Turner, Ed
Deputy Public Information Officer
Public Information Office
Supreme Court of the United States
1 First Street, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20543

tel. (212)479-3211

Tyler, Bradley E., Esq.
U.S. Attorney in Charge
620 Federal Building
100 State Street
Rochester, NY 14614
tel. (585)263-6760; fax (585)263-6226
(C:1512, 1513, 1546, 1547)

U.S. Attorney’s Office for SDNY
One St. Andrews Plaza
New York, NY 10007
tel. (212)637-2200; fax (212)637-2611
http:/ /www justice.gov/usao/nys/
(see also Kelley, David N., Esq.)
(C:1345, 1391-1395, 1511, 1512;

U.S. Congress
(see Committees on the Judiciary)
www.house.gov/judiciary
http:/ /judiciary.senate.gov/index.cfm
(C:1354; cf. C:1352, 1353)
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Werner, Christopher K., Esq.
Boylan, Brown, Code
Vigdor & Wilson, LLP
2400 Chase Square
Rochester, NY 14604
tel. (585) 232-5300; fax (585) 232-3528
http:/ /www.boylanbrown.com/
(DeLanos” attorney in their
bankruptcy case In re DeLano)
(D:218, 249, 287, 313; 320811, 325;
D:259; Pst:12888§e-f; C:1059,
ToEC:>C:1060> Comment,
>1064>Comment; out of his 575
cases, 525 before Judge Ninfo,
ToEC:91)

Walker, Chief Judge John M., Jr.
Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit
40 Foley Square, Room 1802
New York, NY 10007
tel. (212) 857-8500
(C:105, 109, 271, 303, 337, 359, 360, 361,
389, 393; ToEC>C:393>Comment)

Warren, Paul R.
Bankruptcy Clerk
United States Bankruptcy Court
1400 United States Courthouse
100 State Street
Rochester, NY 14614

tel. (585) 613-4200

(C:1166, A:303; 334, 337, ToEA:§B.7)

Weidman, James, Esq.
South Winton Court
3136 S. Winton Road, Suite 206
Rochester, NY 14623
tel. (585) 427-7225; fax (585) 427-7804
(attorney for Trustee Reiber)
(D:798§ 1&I1I)

ToeEC:88 §VIL.A.1. Contact information with references to exhibits for background to investigatees
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A.2. Official Directory of the Bankruptcy Court
in Rochester and Buffalo, NY

Rochester - Judge John C. Ninfo Il - Chambers Staff

Andrea Siderakis Judicial Assistant (585) 613-4200
Megan Dorr Law Clerk (585) 613-4200
Administrative

Section

Paul R. Warren Clerk of Court (585) 613-4200

Todd M. Stickle Deputy-in-Charge (585) 613-4223

Operations Section Chapter 7 + 13
BK Case # Range

(585) 613-4200 91-96

(585) 613-4200 97-99

(585) 613-4200 00-10

(585) 613-4200 11-21

Torry Hirsch Supervisor

Jane Murphy Data Quality Analyst/Trainer
Tina Folwell Case Manager

Lisa Lawson Case Manager/Trainer

Ginny Wheeler Case Manager (585) 613-4200 22-32
Amy Andrews Case Manager (585) 613-4200 33-43
Carm Capogreco Case Manager (585) 613-4200 44-54
Annette Lampley Case Manager (585) 613-4200 55-65
Judy Middleton Case Manager (585) 613-4200 66-76
Paula Finucane Case Manager (585) 613-4200 77-83 + odd

Karen Tacy

Case Manager

(585) 613-4200

numbered A.P. cases

84-90 + even

numbered A.P. cases

Larraine Parkhurst Courtroom/Calendar Deputy (585) 613-4200

NOTE: Chapter 11 case assignments are rotated among Tina, Lisa, Ginny, Amy, Carm, Annette and Judy.

Intake/Financial Section

Intake Clerk
Intake Clerk

Michele Telesca
Maggie Clifford

(585) 613-4200
(585) 613-4200

Tbl of Exh of C::# pages supporting Dr. Cordero’s call of 8/1/6 for a virtual firm of lawyers & investigators ~ ToeC:89
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COURT DIRECTORY - BUFFALO [updated 2/17/06]

Buffalo - Judge Michael J. Kaplan - Part | Chambers Staff

Christine Klimko Judicial Assistant (716) 551-4208
Robert Spampata Law Clerk (716) 551-4534

Buffalo - Judge Carl L. Bucki - Part |1 Chambers Staff

Marcia Bannister Judicial Assistant (716) 551-4206
Adolph Iannacone Law Clerk (716) 551-4128

Buffalo - Administrative Section

Paul R. Warren Clerk of Court (716) 551-4130
Michelle A. Pierce Chief Deputy (716) 551-4096
JoAnn R. Walker Deputy-in-Charge (716) 551-4130, Ext. 120
Financial/lntake Section (716) 551-4130

Extension
Rachel L. Curtin Financial Administrator 121
Melissa Frieday Procurement & Property Specialist 125
Delphine D. Bibbs Financial Assistant 151
Arthur Hill Intake Clerk 118
Marie Czaja Intake Clerk 126
Heidi Gerace Intake Clerk 136
Steven Pinto Intake Clerk 166
Operations Section (716) 551-4130

Extension BK Case # Range
Joan Sturckler Case Manager 152 1-10
Mike Pinto Case Manager/Trainer 117 11-17
Shirley Illig Case Manager 112 18-27
Pat Hostettler Case Manager 154 28-37
Julie Toms-Fago Case Manager/Trainer 165 38-44
Judy Leidolph Case Manager 141 45-54
Mary Grace Bessinger Case Manager 122 55-64
Jeanette Rodriguez Case Manager/Trainer 124 65-72
Deanne Phair Case Manager 161 73-82
Lisa Czaja Case Manager/Trainer 115 83-90
Kathy Lafferty Case Manager 110 91-00
Lois LaBelle Data Quality Analyst 111 Zacker + Legacy cases
NOTE: Adversary Proceedings are handled by Bankruptcy Case Number (last two digits) as follows:
Mike Pinto  1-37 Lisa Czaja  38-64 Jeanette Rodriguez ~ 65-100
Information Technology Section (716) 551-4130

Extension
Jeffrey Brown Unix Database Administrator 159
Bill Powers IT Specialist/Programmer 155
Marc Fruth IT Specialist 167
Mathew Abbate Automation Support Specialist 158

ToEC:90 §VII.A.2 Official Directories of the Bankruptcy Court in Rochester and Buffalo, NY
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B. Searches on PACER for two trustees and one bankruptcy
attorney and its return of docket information about, and
hyperlinks to, their more than 7,800 cases before Judge Ninfo

1. Chapter 13 Trustee George M. Reiber, trustee in  (cf. C:1403)
David and Mary Ann DeLano, no. 04-20280, WBNY
a) as of April 2, 2004
1) astrustee 3,909 open cases  (links to cases (through MS Word documents))
(i) 3,907 cases before Bankruptcy Judge John C. Ninfo, II, WBNY

(ii) 2 cases before another judge

2. Chapter 7 Trustee Kenneth W. Gordon, trustee in (cf. C:1406)
In re Premier Van Lines, Inc., no. 01-20692, WBNY, and defendant in Pfuntner v.

Trustee Gordon et al., no. 02-2230, WBNY

a) as of June 26, 2004

1) as trustee 3,383 cases (links to cases)
2) as attorney 142 cases (links to cases)
3) as party 76 cases (links to cases)

b) as of November 4, 2003

1) as trustee 3,092 cases (links to cases)
2) as attorney 127 cases (links to cases)
3) as party 75 cases (links to cases)

c) as of October 1, 2003
1) as trustee 969 closed cases (links to cases)

2) as trustee 306 open cases (links to cases)
3. Christopher K. Werner, Esq., attorney for the DeLano Debtors (Pst:12818§c)

a) as of February 28, 20051
1) as attorney 525 out of his 575 cases before J. Ninfo  (links to cases)

1This was the eve of the sham evidentiary hearing (Pst:1125§d-f) where Judge Ninfo
granted Att. Werner’s motion to disallow Dr. Cordero’s claim against Mr. DeLano,
which arose in Pfuntner. Through that artifice, Att. Werner and Judge Ninfo managed to
strip Dr. Cordero of standing to participate further in DeLano so that he could not keep

Tbl of Exh of C:# pages supporting Dr. Cordero’s call of 8/1/6 for a virtual firm of lawyers & investigators ~ ToeC:91
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requesting that the DeLanos produce documents to support their bankruptcy petition,
which could reveal that they had engaged in concealment of assets in the context that
they had all created and supported, namely, a bankruptcy fraud scheme.

ToEC:92 §VIIL.B. Searches on PACER for two trustees and one bankruptcy attorney
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C. List of tables interspersed among the exhibits
of all Tables of Exhibits

. Main Papers in In re Premier Van et al., docket no. 03-5023, CA2, with
the numbers of the pages where they appear in the Appendix [cf. A:#]

to Dr. Cordero’s opening brief in CA2 (C:171) ..cc.ccccvveeniiciiniiiccieccrieeee

. Table of CA2 Judicial Misconduct Orders: orders made available to
Petitioner Dr. Cordero on July 1, 2004, by CA2, (listed in the order in

which they were found in the CA2 2003 binder)...........ccccouvucueiiinniciciinnnnes

. Table of All 15 Memoranda and Orders issued by the Judicial
Conference of the United States Committee to Review Circuit Council
Conduct and Disability Orders (text at C:1611) since the adoption of the
Judicial Conduct and Disability Act of 1980 and sent in May and July
2004 to Dr. Cordero from the General Counsel’s Office of the

Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts [cf. C:681] .....c.covevviveeiieiicieieeienen.

. Tables of the 1997-2005 Reports of Complaints Filed and Action Taken
Under Authority of 28 U.S.C. §§351-364 and 372(c) During the 12-
Month Period Ending September 30, [of the year reported on], in
Judicial Business of the United States Courts, Annual Reports of the
Director, by Leonidas Ralph Mecham, Director of the Administrative
Office of the U.S. Courts,

http:/ /www.uscourts.gov/judbususc/judbus.html .........ccccccevvrecinicnnnnnnnee.

. Table of all of Judge Ninfo’s orders in Pfuntner and DeLano [updated to

December 9, 2005] ......cveeuieeiieieeieeieeeeete ettt ettt et aeeneas

. List of hearings presided over by Judge Ninfo in Pfuntner v. Trustee
Gordon et al, docket no. 02-2230, and In re David and Mary Ann DeLano,

docket no. 04-20280, WBINY, as of December 9, 2005 ......ccooueeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeannn.

. List of orders written by J. Larimer, WDNY, in Cordero v. Tr. Gordon, - v.
Palmer, and - v. DeLano showing a pattern of disregard for the law, gross
mistakes of facts, and laziness that denies due process; as of July 21,

2000t

. Table Comparing Claims on Debtors David and Mary Ann DeLano,
with reference to the documents produced by the DeLanos on which
the Table was based (see TOEC:>C:1415 et seq.) such as their IRS forms

for fiscal years 2001-2003 (C:1499) ......cccoeiriiiniiiiiiiciincieceeeee e

. Summary of the Schedules A-J of the DeLanos” bankruptcy petition

and plan of debt repayment, no. 04-20280, WBNY, of January 27, 2004.........

Tbl of C:# pgs supporting JDR’s call of 8/1/6 for class action and virtual firm of lawyers & investigators

......... C:301

......... C:564

......... C:566

......... C:973

C:9848I1

......... C:993

....... C:1278

....... C:1415

....... C:1435
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10. List of documents of the DeLano Debtors as obviously necessary for
the investigation of their bankruptcy fraud, particularly the search of
their concealed assets, as the statements of their bank accounts ......ccccoouveeeeen..... Add:977

[Comment: The refusal to produce or order the production of those documents (10)
given the incongruencies and implausibility of the declarations in the petition (9) is a
key means in maintaining as well as revealing the bankruptcy fraud scheme. Indeed,
not only does such refusal allow the DelLanos to conceal their assets, but it also points
to the support of such concealment by judges and trustees. All these people’s
repeated refusal with disregard for the law, the rules, and the facts forms a pattern of
non-coincidental, intentional, and coordinated wrongful acts, that is, the bankruptcy
fraud scheme. Wrongful conduct by judges that supports that scheme as if they were
immune to the negative consequences of violating the rule of law is what gives rise to
the questions whether a federal judgeship is a safe haven for wrongdoing and, if so,
how high and to what extent wrongdoing has reached.

The above-mentioned list of requested documents (10) was contained in the
proposed order of August 23, 2005 (Add:977) whose contents Dr. Cordero requested
therein or in similar proposed orders or lists, from the following parties or officers, who
reacted thus:

1. District Judge David Larimer, WDNY, denied it summarily (Add:1021);

2 Bankruptcy Judge John C. Ninfo, Il, WBNY, who had denied its counterpart
(D:208, 2898C, 323930.a, 32892) in violation of his duty under 11 U.S.C. §1325(a)(3)
to ascertain that the DelLanos’ request for relief (C:1415-1468) from their debts
was made in good faith, which had been cast in doubt by Dr. Cordero’s
evidence of fraud by the DelLanos; |

3. Trustee George Reiber, Assistant U.S. Trustee Kathleen Dunivin Schmitt, and U.S.
Trustee for Region 2 Deirdre A. Martini refused to produce the documents in
similar lists requested by Dr. Cordero, who was and remains “a party in interest”
(cf. Add:11188IV), requested such documents as early as March 2004 (D:658lll
and 1V, 948VIll), and kept requesting them while those trustee kept violating their
duty under 11 U.S.C. 8704(4) and (7), to order their production or even to reply to
his requests (Add:682, 683, 685)];

4. the Delanos, of course, had denied every single document that Dr. Cordero
requested of them (D:287, 313, 325, 327);

5. the judges of CA2 (ToEC:8V.A & B) and the Judicial Circuit, 2"d Cir., (ToEC:8V.C,
D, J) baffled every expectation by refusing even to look into the evidence of a
bankruptcy fraud scheme, let alone request any documents; on the contrary,
they reappointed Judge Ninfo to a new term as bankruptcy judge (ToeEC:8V.H).]

ToEC:102 §VIL D. List of tables interspersed among the exhibits of all Tables of Exhibits
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D. List of reproduced tables

Table 1. of key documents and dates of Dr. Cordero’s complaints
to CA2 Chief Judge, the Judicial Council, 2nd Cir., and the
Judicial Conference of the United States ...........ccoeeveeveviecieeieeeeieceeereeenen ToeC:107

Table 2. Contempt for the law and litigants’ rights shown in the
dismal quality of the work produced by Judges Larimer
and Ninfo and accepted by them from lawyers and clerks......................... ToeC:109

Table 3. The DeLanos’ over $670,000 in receipts + $98,000 in credit
card borrowing 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 $535 in hand and on
ACCOUNEL ...t ToeC:110

Table 4. Officers that have disregarded their statutory duty to
investigate the DeLano Debtors............cccoeceviiiciniiiniiiincniciicccneeeenee ToeC:111

August 1, 2006
59 Crescent Street
Brooklyn, NY 11208
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Table 1. Key Documents and Dates of the Judicial Misconduct Complaints
dockets no. 03-8547 and 04-8510
filed with
the CA2 Chief Judge, the Judicial Council of the Second Circuit, and the Judicial Conference of the U.S.
as of August 1, 2006

by
Dr. Richard Cordero

Judicial misconduct complaint about WDNY Bankruptcy Judge John C. Ninfo, II, docket no. 03-8547

Judicial misconduct complaint Petition for review: to Judicial Council, Cir. 2
.. .. Acknow- L .. .. Acknow- )
Submission | Resubmission Dismissal | Submission | Resubmission Letter Update Denial
ledgment ledgment

August 11,3 | August 27,3 Sept 2, 3 June 8, 4 July 8, 4 July 13, 4 July 16, 4 July 30,4 | August 27,4 Sep 30, 4

[C:1] [C:63] [C:73] [C:145] | [C:551] [C:623] [C:651] [C:652] [C:659] [C:672]

Petition for review

Judicial misconduct complaint about CA2 C.J. John M. Walker, Jr., dkt no. 04-8510 as to both denials
Judicial misconduct complaint Petition for review: to Judicial Council, Cir. 2 To Judicial Conference
Sub- Resub- | Acknow-| . . Sub- Acknow- | Exhibits to . . |Fraud report | Request Sub- Request to:
mission | mission |ledgment Dismissal mission | Jedgment Jud. Coun, | Denial request returned mission Refusal members CJ Rehnquist

Mar 19,4 |Mar 29, 4 |Mar 30, 4| Sept 24,4 | Oct4, 4 Oct7,4 Oct 14,4 |Nov 10,4| Nov 29,4 [Nov 29,4 Nov 18, 4| Dec 9,4 | Dec 18, 4 Mar 7, 5

[C:271,
316]

[C:271] [C:326] | [C:391]) | [C:711] | [C:716] [C:717] | [C:781] | [C:782] | [C:811] [C:821] | [C:859] | [C:865] [C:897]

Tbl of C:# pages supporting JDR’s call of 8/1/6 for class action and virtual firm of lawyers & investigators ToEC:107
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Table 2. Contempt for the law and litigants’ rights shown in
the dismal quality of the work produced by Judges Larimer and Ninfo
and accepted by them from lawyers and clerks (hyperlink bank)

Officer of the
court & type of

References to
work produced

Comment

Kessler, the law
firm of which
Judge Ninfo was a
partner before
becoming a judge

work or accepted

.| Judge Larimer and | Add:692, He rarely cites and never analyzes the law or the rules,
his orders 831, 839, and never discusses the motions on which he rules,
(C:1278) 991, which he dismisses so frequently with a lazy “has no

1019, 1021, | merits and is denied in all respect” , which points to his not
1092, 1155 | even reading them (Add:609§B, 1084§I1); when he
Pst-1214 ventures beyond an ofthand dismissal, his orders are
sloppy because of grave mistakes of law and fact.

.| Judge Ninfo and D:3; His orders are equally devoid of legal reasoning and

his orders (C:993) 220, 272, damned by any botched attempt at citing authority
327, 332; (Pst:12934§1) so that they are conclusory fiats; or
Add:719, 725, worse yet, knee-jerk reactions kicked out before receipt
729, 731, of any answer from the other parties, as shown by the
741, 749 chain of events in
Add:1038—1065—1066—1094—1095—1125—
—1126. (cf. C:1307944)

.| Uber-experienced | Add:937-939 He submitted shockingly unprofessional and perfunctory
Trustee Reiber scraps of papers to confirm the DeLLanos’ debt repayment]
(D:4318C; plan, which Judge Ninfo approved as “the Trustee’s
Add:891/Table) Report” (Add:941/2nd q|; cf. 104181, 1094), as did Judge

Larimer (Add:95381, 9809/d, 1022/last; cf. 1055§B).

.| Christopher Pst:12818c; He writes back-of-napkin like statements with no dis-
Werner, Esq., the D-118 cussion of the law, the facts, or the opposing party’s
DeLanos’ attorney '20 5’ arguments, so imitative of the Judges’ own orders;
in the bankruptcy 71 1’ & 214216 hence Judge Ninfo found it unobjectionable that:
case DeLano 271, 1) Att. Werner, who, according to PACER, at the
Michael Beyma, 314, time had appeared before Judge Ninfo in 525
Esq., Mr. DeLano’s| 325; cases, appeared at the evidentiary hearing on
attorney in March 1, 2005, of his motion to disallow Dr.
Pfuntner and Add:936, Cordero’s claim without having read the claim or
partner in 988, brought a copy of it (Pst:1288§e; Tr:54/6—55/5,
Underberg & 1069 64/10—66/18, 124/4-20, 137/8-21, 143/17-

145/13); and

Attorneys Werner and Beyma suborned perjury
by signaling and mouthing answers to Mr.
DeLano while on the stand during that
evidentiary hearing (Pst:1289§f).

2)

Tbl of C:# pgs supporting JDR’s call of 8/1/6 for class action and virtual firm of lawyers & investigators
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5.| Clerks of court C:13049935 &

D:106,
232881 & 11,
39781,
416§F,
476,
495;

Add:832 rights_

Their disregard for the rules that they are supposed to
45; apply shows participation in a pattern of non-
coincidental, intentional, and coordinated wrongdoing,
for if their actions were simply ‘mistakes’ due to
incompetence, then it would be reasonable to expect
that half of such ‘mistakes’ would redound to Dr.
Cordero’s disadvantage and half to his advantage,
rather than all of them consistently have a detriment
impact on Dr. Cordero’s procedural and substantive

Table 3. The DeLanos’ $673,657 in receipts +$98,092 in credit card bor-

rowing 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! (hyperlink bank)

Mortgages referred to in the incomplete documents

Exhibit page #

Amounts of

produced by the DeLanos to Trustee Reiber (Add:966§B) the
mortgages
1) took out a mortgage for $26,000 in 1975; D:342 $26,000
2) another for $7,467 in 1977, D:343 7,467
3) still another for $59,000 in 1988; D:346 59,000
4) owed $59,000 to M&T in 1988 and D:176/9 59,000
5) an overdraft from ONONDAGA Bank for $59,000; D:176/10 59,000
6) another mortgage for $29,800 in 1990, D:348 29,800
7) even another one for $46,920 in 1993, and D:349 46,920
8) yet another for $95,000 in 1999. D:350-54 95,000
Subtotal $382,187
The DelLanos’ earnings in just the three years preceding their
voluntary bankruptcy petition of January 27, 2004
2001 1040 IRS form (D:186) $91,229 $91,229
2002 1040 IRS form (D:187) $91,859
Statement of Financial Affairs (D:47) 91,655
2003 1040 IRS form (D:188) +97,648
Statement of Financial Affairs (D:47) +108,586
to this must be added the receipts contained in the $98,092 owed $280,736* $291,470
on 18 credit cards (D:41; C:1415) TOTAL $673.657

* Why do these numbers not match?

ToEC:110
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Table 4. Officers that have disregarded their statutory duty
to investigate the DeLano Debtors (hyperlink bank)

Officer’'s name

Statutory duty to

Request for

Response...if any

and title investigate documents
1. | George Reiber, 11 U.S.C. §§1302(b)(1) | D:66§IV; D:74, cf. D:83§A;
Standing Chapter and. 704(4) & (7) D:11396; D:120, of. D:124 and
13 Trustee 193§§I-111;
D:492, cf. D:477-491; none
none

Add:683

2. | Kathleen Dunivin

28 U.S.C. §586(a)(3)(C)
& (F)

D:63§§1 & I1I;

D:70, cf. D:84§1V,

Schmitt, Assistant D:470, cf. D:461; none
U.S. Trustee D:471; none
D:4758§c; none
Add:685 none
3. | Deirdre A. 28 U.S.C. §586(b) D:104, cf. D:90§ VII; none
Martini, U.S. D:137; D:139, cf. D:141;
Trustee for D:154-157, cf. D:158;
Region 2 Add:682 none

4. | Bankruptcy Judge
John C. Ninfo, II

(C:993)

11 U.S.C. §1325 and

18 U.S.C. §3057(a)
(Add:630)

D:198§V and 199931,
207-210, 217;

D:320811;
D:370§C;
Add:1051811;

D:220, cf. D:232§§1 & V;

D:327;

D:3;

Add:1065, cf. Add:1066,
1094;

(C:1278)

Add:1128§§1 & 1T Add:1125

5. | District Judge 18 U.S.C. §3057(a) Add:885915, 900§§3 & B,
David G. Larimer |  (Add:630) 908§d, 951, 979§11L; | Add:1021;
Add:1098§] Add:1155

Tbl of C:# pgs supporting JDR’s call of 8/1/6 for class action and virtual firm of lawyers & investigators
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Table of Exhibits of A:# pages'

concerning the appeals as of August 1, 2006

Part A from | Pfuntner v. Trustee Gordon et al., no. 02-2230
toA:124 | WBNY September 27-December 30, 2002  dkt. at A:1551

A:1-152
Part B to Cordero v. Trustee Gordon, no. 03cv6021L
TZ.EI‘?;L?OQ WDNY | Cordero v. Palmer, no. 03mbk6001L
' January 9-March 27, 2003 dkts. at A:1295; 462
Part. C to In re Premier Van et al., no. 03-5023
ToEA:154 CA2 April 25, 2003-October 26, 2004 dkt. at A:1285
A:431-1549

Part D to Cordero v. Trustee Gordon et al., no. 04-8371

1oeA:168 | SCt. January 20-March 28, 2005 dkt. at A:2229
A:1601-2229

by
Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq.

Table of Headings (providing a synoptic statement of facts of the cases?)

A. IN BANKRUPTCY COURT, WBNY:

From Dr. Cordero’s application of September 27, 2002, for a review of
Trustee Gordon’s conduct & liquidation of storage company Premier,
which had abandoned his stored property at Warehouser Pfuntner’s

to Pfuntner’s admin. & storage fee recouping suit v. the Tr., Dr. Cordero et al.,

to Judge Ninfo’s summary dismissal of Dr. Cordero’s cross-claims against

1The exhibits listed on this Table of Exhibits (TOE) are found in the Attachments pane of
the Statement of Facts and may also be in suitably identified folders in the Judicial
Discipline Reform website. The exhibits of the DelLano cases, identified as D:#, Add:#,
Pst:#, and Tr:#, are there too. The files are the following:

JDR’s call: C:1/E:1; C:271; C:441; C:551; C:711; C:821; C:981; C:1081; C:1285; C:1331

Pfuntner>: A:1; A:261; A:353; A:734; A:1061; A:1301; A:1601; A:1675; A:1765

DeLano: D:1; D:103; D:203; D:301; D:425; Add:509; Add:711; Add:911; Pst:1171; Tr=transcript 3/1/5hearing

2To facilitate the understanding of the development of the subject matters stated in this
and other headings, their respective exhibits are listed chronologically regardless of
their page numbers. These humbers have been maintained as much as possible so as

to preserve the validity of references to A-# pages in earlier exhibits. Thus, if a page
number is not found where it should logically be, look for it further down in the Table.

Tbl of Exh of A:# pages of Dr. Cordero’s appeals from Pfuntner, WBNY>WDNY>CA2>SupCt ToEA:121
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the Trustee despite genuine issues of material facts ..................

B. IN DISTRICT COURT, WDNY:

.... ToEA:124

From Dr. Cordero’s notice of January 9, 2003, of appeal to Tr. Gordon’s

motion to dismiss it as untimely filed though timely mailed
to WDNY Judge Larimer’s dismissal of his notice and denial of

his application for judgment v. defaulted Premier Owner Palmer

and the legally unsupported requirement by Judges Ninfo & Larimer

that Dr. Cordero inspect his property and prove that its loss was

caused by Palmer, who is thus given a chance to escape

liability though a defrauder of storage & insurance fees Why?.... ToEA:132

Trustee Gordon’s motion in District Court to dismiss Dr. Cordero’s

notice of appeal as untimely filed though timely mailed..............................

. Dr. Cordero’s motion in Bankruptcy Court to extend time to file his

notice of appeal and its denial by Judge Ninfo..............cccooiiiei i,

. Transcript the hearing in Bankruptcy Court on December 18, 2002,

of Trustee Gordon’s motion to dismiss Dr. Cordero’s cross-claims..............
. Application for default judgment against Premier Owner David Palmer .........

. Dr. Cordero’s property search and NYC-Rochester trip to inspect it at

Pfuntner’s warehouse, where Premier Owner Palmer had abandoned it .......
a. Dr. Cordero’s efforts to find his property before Pfuntner in 2002 ...........

b. From the pleadings in Pfuntner v. Trustee Gordon et al. , to the

pre-trial conference of January 10, 2003...........ccocoociiinniiiiiiiicine

c. Proposing dates and measures for the property inspection at
Plaintiff Pfuntner’s warehouse in Avon, NY: conducted on May

19,2003 ...ttt sttt

d. Judge Ninfo’s request after the inspection that Dr. Cordero
resubmit the default judgment application only to deny it

despite Dr. Cordero’s proof of property loss & damage by Palmer............

e. Dr. Cordero’s motion for sanctions for false representations con-

cerning the inspection by Absentees Pfuntner & Att. MacKnight.........

f. Dr. Cordero’s motion for sanctions for Pfuntner & Att.

MacKnight disobeying discovery orders ............ccccccviiviiiiiniinncninnnn.

g. Att. MacKnight's “Notice to Admit” regarding findings of inspec-

tion of property at Pfuntner’s warehouse that neither attended ...........

6. Orders and motions concerning Judge Ninfo’'s “discrete” “discreet”
hearing in Pfuntner on October 16, 2003 ...........cccveeeeiiiiiieee e

Dr. Cordero’s request to Bankruptcy Court for docket documents
concerning Trustee Gordon’s liquidation of Premier and its failure to

ProduCe thEM .. ... e

ToEA:135
ToEA:135

ToEA:138
ToEA:138

..... ToEA:141

ToEA:153

ToEA:122  Tbl of Exh of A:# pages in Dr. Cordero’s appeal from Pfuntner, WBNY>WDNY>CA2>SCt, as of 5/25/6
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. COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE SECOND CIRCUIT:

From the appeal to CA2 on April 25, 2003,

to its dismissal for lack of jurisdiction due to the alleged
non-finality of the appealed orders re Tr. Gordon and Palmer

to the denial of the petition for panel rehearing on October 26, 2004 ... TOEA:154

1. Documents in Dr. Cordero’s appeal that the District Court failed to

L= 1 1) 0 T (0 OF - V2R

a. Appeal from District Court to CA2 and dockets of the

Bankruptcy Court in Premier Van Lines and Pfuntner ....................

b. Incomplete transmission of documents from the U.S. District

COUTt 10 CAZ.eieeeeeee ettt ettt et aa e et ra e

1) Cordero v. Trustee Gordon, dkt. no. 03-cv-6021L, WDNY ...........

2) Cordero v. Palmer, dkt. no. 03-mbk-6001L, WDNY .......cccevereeeee.

c. Documents of Dr. Cordero’s appeal missing in CA2 ....................
2. Pleadingsin Premier Vanetal.,, CA2..........coooiiiiiiieeeee e
3. Motions and oral argument in Premier Van et al., CA2 ....................
4. Dr. Cordero’s petition to CA2 for a writ of mandamus to

disqualify Judge Ninfo for bias toward the locals and disregard for
the law, and to transfer Pfuntner to NDNY; and its denial for
alleged non-fulfillment of “the extraordinary requirements” to issue a

W OF MANAAMUS .

. Dr. Cordero’s petition for rehearing of Premier Van et al. due to the
appealed orders’ necessary finality; motions for CA2 Chief Judge
Walker to recuse himself from its consideration due to his mis-
handling of a judicial misconduct complaint and toleration of a
pattern of wrongdoing by Judge Ninfo and CA clerks; and the Chief

Judge’s belated and inconsequential recusal on October 13, 2004 ......

Dr. Cordero’'s motion to quash Judge Ninfo's order in DeLano
requiring Dr. Cordero to take discovery of issues in Pfuntner on
appeal in CA2 and try them piecemeal in DeLano so as to enable the
Judge to disallow and dismiss wholesale Dr. Cordero’s claims in both

CaseS; AN AeNIAl IN CAZ ...t

. Ca2 denial of the rehearing petition on October 26, 2004, and of

the motion to stay the mandate on November 8, 2004............cc...........

. SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES:

Petition for a writ of certiorari to CA2 on grounds of intentional
and coordinated denial of due process as part of a judicial misconduct
and bankruptcy fraud scheme; denied on March 28, 2005................ ToEA:168

sk sk sk ok s ok sfe s sfe e sk ke sk skeosk sk sk sk sk sk
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A. IN BANKRUPTCY COURT, WBNY:

201.

202.

203.

204.

From Dr. Cordero’s application of September 27, 2002, for a review of
Tr. Gordon’s personal conduct and liquidation of storage company
Premier, which had abandoned his property at Pfuntner’s warehouse

to Pfuntner’s admin. & storage fee recouping suit v. the Tr., Dr. Cordero, et al.,

to J. Ninfo’s summary dismissal of Dr. Cordero’s cross-claims against

the Trustee despite genuine issues of material facts

Letter of September 23, 2002, of Kenneth Gordon, Esq., Chapter 7
Trustee for the liquidation of moving and storage company Premier
Van Lines, Inc., to Dr. Richard Cordero with copy to U.S.
Bankruptcy Judge John C. Ninfo, IlI, WBNY, and others, enjoining
him from contacting his office concerning Dr. Cordero’s search for his

property in storage With Premier ... e

Dr. Cordero’s letter of September 27, 2002, to Trustee Gordon
requesting that he a) apologize for his unjustified and
unprofessional September 23 letter to him, b) assure him that the
lines of communication between them will be opened, and c¢) send
him copies of the letters concerning Premier and his property that the

Trustee sent to Other Parties ... oo e

Dr. Cordero’s letter of September 27, 2002, to Judge Ninfo
requesting a review of Trustee Gordon’s performance and fitness to

continue Serving as trUSTEe ... oottt aeee e

Dr. Cordero’s Statement of Facts and Application for a
Determination of September 27, 2002, by Judge Ninfo of whether
Trustee Gordon, as trustee in bankruptcy with fiduciary duties to all
the parties, failed in his duty and is not fit to continue as trustee of

Rl Y 11T V4= 1 T 1 [

a. Exhibits

1) Dr. Cordero’s letter of September 27, 2002, to Trustee
Gordon requesting an apology, open communication

between them, and copies of letters sent to other parties ...........

2) Trustee Gordon’s letter of September 23, 2002, to Dr.

Cordero enjoining him from contacting his office ......................

3) Letter of September 19, 2002, of David MacKnight, Esq.,
attorney for Warehouser James Pfuntner, plaintiff in the
Adversary Proceeding Pfuntner v. Trustee Gordon et al., no.
02-2230, WBNY, to Dr. Cordero stating that he will soon be

receiving Mr. Pfuntner’s summons and complaint...................

4) Dr. Cordero’s letter of August 26, 2002, to Att.
MacKnight requesting information about “Pyramid” storage

containers and the whereabouts of his property.............cccoviate.

5) Trustee Gordon’s letter of June 10, 2002, to Dr. Cordero

ToEA:124 Part A. Dr. Cordero’s application to Bkr J Ninfo to review Tr Gordon’s performance & Pfuntner’s suit
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209.

210.
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with copy of his April 16 letter to Warehouser David
Dworkin, manager/owner of the Jefferson Henrietta
Associates’ warehouse where Premier rented space to store

the storage containers holding the property of its clients............

6) Trustee Gordon’s letter of April 16, 2002, to David
Dworkin stating that M&T Bank has a blanket lien on
Premier’'s assets in his warehouse and that the Trustee will

NOt rent Or CONTIrOl T ... e e e e

7) Letter of May 30, 2002, of Raymond Stilwell, Esq.,
attorney for Owner David Palmer and Premier Van Lines,
Inc., his bankrupt moving and storage company and debtor
in the Chapter 7 bankruptcy case In re Premier Van Lines,
no. 01-20692, WBNY, to Dr. Cordero stating that Premier

ceased operations at the end of 2001..........ccoooiiiiiiiiiiiinan....

Cover sheet of September 26, 2002, for the Adversary proceeding
Pfuntner v. Trustee Gordon et al., no. 02-2230, WBNY, where
Plaintiff Pfuntner through Attorney MacKnight claims from the

defendants $20,000 in interpleader .........cooeiiiiiiiiiiii e

Trustee Gordon’s letter of October 1, 2002, to Judge Ninfo and
others requesting that the Judge not take any action on Dr.
Cordero’s September 27 application for a review of the Trustee’s

performance and fitness to serve as Premier’'s trustee..................ooooee.

James Pfuntner’s Summons of October 3, 2002, in Adversary
Proceeding Pfuntner v. Trustee Gordon, et al., no. 02-2230 (received

on or around October 20, 2002; see pages A:32, 50, and 52) ..............

a. “Interpleader Complaint 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 ACHIONS” .. ..o

Judge Ninfo’s letter of October 8, 2002, to Dr. Cordero referring
Dr. Cordero’s September 27 Application to Assistant U.S. Trustee

Kathleen Dunivin Schmitt, Esq., for “thorough inquiry” .....................

Letter of October 8, 2002, of Assisistant U.S. Trustee Schmitt, who
sits in the same small federal building in Rochester, NY, as the
Bankruptcy and the District Courts as well as the U.S. Attorney’s
Office and the FBI Bureau, to Dr. Cordero stating that she
contacted Trustee Gordon for information and after she receives
and reviews it, she will contact Dr. Cordero, whose ‘active
involvement is encouraged to promote efficient and appropriate

(o= X <I= 10 | 8 @ 11 1) o= 1 11 1 1N

Trustee Gordon’s Answer of October 9, 2002, in Pfuntner v.

Tbl of Exh of A:# pages of Dr. Cordero’s appeals from Pfuntner, WBNY>WDNY>CA2>SupCt
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Trustee Gordon et al., stating that all Premier’s assets were
abandoned and that none is available to pay any claims ............................

Dr. Cordero’s letter of October 14, 2002, to Judge Ninfo sending
him a copy of his rejoinder to Trustee Gordon’s October 1
allegations; and informing him that he has not yet been served
with either the summons or the complaint in Pfuntner ....................oooal.

a. Table of Exhibits

1) Dr. Cordero’s letter of August 26, 2002, to Att. MacKnight

requesting information about “Pyramid” storage containers and
the whereabouts of his Property.........ccceeveeneininccinieinicnccceceene

2) Dr. Cordero’s letter of October 7, 2002, to Att. MacKnight

stating that despite the latter’s September 19 letter, Dr. Cordero
has not yet received from either him or Mr. Pfuntner any
information concerning his property stored by Premier Van
Lines in Mr. Pfuntner’s warehouse at 2140 Sackett Road in
AAVOTIL, INY ¢ ittt ettt ettt e e e eaee e e e eeaeaeeseeeseneeesesesennsenesnsesnsnnnnennnnnns

3) Att. MacKnight's letter of September 19, 2002, to Dr. Cordero

stating that he will soon be receiving Mr. Pfuntner’s summons
anNd COMPLAINT.....oveiriiiiiiiieic e

4) Trustee Gordon’s Answer of October 9, 2002, in Pfuntner v.

Trustee Gordon et al., stating that all Premier’s assets were
abandoned and that none is available to pay any claims ..........c.cccccccceuenene

Dr. Cordero’s letter of October 14, 2002, to Assistant U.S. Trustee
Schmitt submitting his rejoinder to Trustee Gordon’s October 1
Al gATIONS . ..

Dr. Cordero’s Rejoinder and Application for a Determination of
October 14, 2002, to Assistant U.S. Trustee Schmitt showing that
Trustee Gordon resorted in his October 1 letter to defamatory and
false statements about Dr. Cordero to detract from his credibility
and lend support to the Trustee’s request that Judge Ninfo not take
any action on Dr. Cordero’s September 27 application for a review of
his performance and fitness to serve as Premier’s trustee.............cocevvvvennn..

L

II.

I11.
IV.

ToEA:126

Trustee Gordon’s “significant efforts” as Premier’s trustee.....................
a. The facts of Trustee Gordon’s performance ........cc.cooeeviiiiiiennnnnnn.
b. Questions to assess Trustee Gordon’s “significant efforts”................

Whether the Trustee’s statements to Court & U.S. Trustee are

The understanding of Trustee Gordon’s role..........oooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinnn,

Request for review of Trustee Gordon’s performance and
L 1SS P

Part A. Dr. Cordero’s application to Bkr J Ninfo to review Tr Gordon’s performance & Pfuntner’s suit



Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org

AV 1= 01 (=0 1 = T 1 o T = A:44

d. Letter of July 30, 2002, of Christopher Carter -owner of
Champion Moving & Storage, Inc., which bought storage
containers of Bankrupt Premier Van Lines sold by
Lienholder M&T Bank- to Dr. Cordero stating that his
stored property is in a warehouse in Avon, NY .......ccooiiiiiiiiiiiiannns A:45

e. Christopher Carter’s letter of July 30, 2002, to Vince
Pusateri, Vice President of M&T Bank, general lienholder
against Bankrupt Borrower Premier Van Lines, Inc., stating
that his company did not receive containers with property
of Dr. Cordero among the containers bought from M&T

1) Bill of sale from M&T Bank for Mr. Carter to sign in
order to acknowledge receipt of containers bought
from M&T, which liquidated its lien on them by
selling the containers after Premier had bought
them with an M&T loan and subsequently went
DANKIUPT .. e A:47

2) List of former Premier clients whose property was
allegedly in storage containers sold by M&T Bank to
Champion’s Mr. Carter, who received no containers
with Dr. Cordero’s name so he did not sign the
ACKNOWIEAgMENT . ... e A:48

3) Premier Van Lines’ invoice of September 26, 2000,
for storage of Dr. Cordero’s property.....ccccovviiiiiiiiiiniiinaanns A:49

214. James Pfuntner's Summons of October 3, 2002, in Adversary
Proceeding Pfuntner v. Trustee Gordon, et al., no. 02-2230 (received
on or around October 20, 2002; see pages A:32, 50, and 52) .................... A:21

a. “Interpleader Complaint 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”.............ccc..e..... A:22

215. Dr. Cordero’s voluntary waiver of service of summons and petition
of October 23, 2002, to the Bankruptcy Court for Clarification in
1011 L= A:50

a. Exhibit

1) Att. MacKnight's letter of October 16, 2002, to Dr.
Cordero stating that he should anticipate receiving a copy of
Mr. Pfuntner’s summons and complaint in the near future................ A:52

216. Assistant U.S. Trustee Schmitt’s letter of October 22, 2002, to Dr.

Tbl of Exh of A:# pages of Dr. Cordero’s appeals from Pfuntner, WBNY>WDNY>CA2>SupCt ToEA:127
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Cordero, stating her assessment of Trustee Gordon’s performance,

with copy to Judge Ninfo and Trustee GOordon .........iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii i eeeeenns A:53

Dr. Cordero’s Answer and Counterclaim of November 1, 2002, in

Pfuntner v. Trustee Gordon et al., no. 02-0223, WBNY ......ccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiiineanns A:56
2 T 11111 P A:56
b. Statement of CouNterclaims ... A:60
o T 1 A:61
d. Table of EXNIDITS ... ... A:62

2) Att. Beyma’s letter of August 15, 2002, to Dr. Cordero stating,
among other things, that “I understand that David DeLano [the
M&T Assistant Vice President in charge of liquidating M&T’s lien
on Premier’s cabinets, i.e. storage containers] has informed you
that your two “Pyramid” storage cabinets are located at 2140
Sackett Road, Avon, New York. The owner of the property is
James Pfuntner and he is represented by David MacKnight (585-
A54-5650)" ... eeeeeeiiieeeeeitee et e e e e et e e st e e e st e e e s st tee e e s taaeeeenbaaeeennbaaeeannns A:63

6) Dr. Cordero’s letter of October 17, 2002, to Plaintiff
Pfuntner stating that he has not yet received from them the
requested information about the Pyramid containers holding
his property and stored in Mr. Pfuntner’s warehouse in Avon,
NY, and requesting them to provide such information ...........cc..ccccuue.... A:65

Att. Beyma’s letter of November 6, 2002, to Att. MacKnight

a. M&T Bank’s answer of November 6, 2002, to the claims in

Pfuntner v. Trustee Gordon et al., N0. 02-2230 ......coiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiaaas A:67
Att. MacKnight's letter of November 11, 2002, to the parties
E= Toto 0] o a1 0=} Y41 8T S P A:68

a. Plaintiff Warehouser James Pfuntner’s answer of November
8, 2002, to Dr. Cordero’s counterclaim in Pfuntner ..........covvvvvviivnnn.. A:69

Third party summons issued by Bankruptcy Clerk Paul R. Warren,
and signed by Deputy Clerk Karen S. Tacy on November 19, 2002,
and accompanying Dr. Cordero’s amended answer of November 21,
2002, with cross- and third-party claims in Pfuntner, no. 02-0223,
BT 1 A:69b

Dr. Cordero’s Amended Answer of November 21, 2002, in Pfuntner
with cross-claims against M&T Bank and Trustee Gordon, and
third-party claims against M&T Assistant Vice President Delano,
Warehouser Dworkin, Jefferson Henrietta Associates, and Premier
@V Y LT gl B TV [ =T o 0 1] A:70

[, Statement Of FaCtS oottt e e A:72
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II. Statement of Claims .....cooiiiiiniiii e eeas A:78
A, DaVid Palmer.......ooiiiiiiiiiee e A:78
B. DaVvid DWOIKIN .....ciiiiiiiiiiiii et A:79
C. Jefferson Henrietta ASSOCIATES .........cuuevieiiiiiiiieeiiiiiee e A:81
D. David DIAN0 ......ccciiiiiiiiiicee et A:82
E. MET BANK. ... oottt e e e A:83
F. Trustee Kenneth GOrdoN...........oooiiuiiiieiiiiiiiee et A:83
III. Statement of Relief.........ccooiiiiiiiii e A:87
A. All cross-defendants and third-party defendants.............cccccevviiieeene A:87
B. David Palmer, David Dworkin, and Jefferson Henrietta
ASSOCIALES ....eeeieeeeee ettt e e e e e s e r e e e e e e e e e e nn b ra e aeaae s A:88
C. Trustee Kenneth Gordon..........ccuvviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiee e A:88
IV. Table of EXhibits...cciiuiuiiiiiiiee e A:89

1) Letter of David Dworkin, owner/manager of the warehouse
of Jefferson Henrietta Associates, of March 1, 2002, to Dr.
Cordero stating that from then on he should make his
monthly storage payments to Jefferson Henrietta Associates,
NOt t0 PTemuier ..o A91

2) Jefferson Henrietta Associates” warehouse bill of March 7,
2002, to Dr. Cordero for past storage and insurance..............ccccccceeurueunenee. A:92

3) Manager Dworkin’s letter of April 25, 2002, to Dr. Cordero
stating that his property has not been removed from the
Jefferson Henrietta warehouse since it took possession of the
premises, but it is no longer insured.............cccocoiviiiiniiniiininis A:93

7) Letter of Michael Beyma, Esq., attorney for M&T Bank, of
August 28, 2002, to Dr. Cordero stating that “M&T Bank has
not sold your cabinets to Champion or any other party. M&T
Bank sold only Pyramid cabinets which were located in
ROCRESLET” ... A:94

222. Dr. Cordero’s letter of November 21, 2002, to Bankruptcy Clerk
Paul Warren and Case Administrator Karen Tacy certifying service of
his amended answer with cross- and third-party claims in Pfuntner............... A:95

223. Dr. Cordero’s letters of November 21, 2002, to Att. Beyma with the
amended answer containing:

a. cross-claims against M&T BankK........cooiiiiiiii i A:97

b. third-party claims against M&T Bank Assistant Vice President
DaVvid DELANO. ...ttt A:98
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Dr. Cordero’s letter of November 21, 2002, to M&T Bank Assistant
Vice President David DelLano with the amended answer containing
third-party claims against him ... e A:99
Att Beyma’s letter of December 16, 2002, to the parties
= TotoT0] o a1 0 T=10 )Y/ 8T S A:100
a. Att Beyma’'s answer of December 16, 2002, for M&T Bank and
Mr. DelLano to Dr. Cordero’s claims ... A:100-a
Dr. Cordero’s letter of November 25, 2002, to Carolyn S.
Schwartz, United States Trustee for Region 2, concerning Trustee
Schmitt’s perfunctory handling of his application for a review of
Trustee Gordon’s performance and fitness to serve as trustee of
P MY . A:101
Dr. Cordero’s Appeal of November 25, 2002, against a Supervisory
Opinion of Assistant U.S. Trustee Schmitt to U.S. Trustee Schwartz,
with copy to Judge Ninfo and Trustee Gordon. ...............cooiiiiiiiiiiiennn, A:102
A. Procedural Background.........c..cccooiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e A:102
B. Standards of Review and Thorough Inquiry ........c..cccoeiiiiiiininininnan.. A:103
C. Quick Contact Conducted Instead of Thorough Inquiry ................... A:107
1. Failure to press the Trustee on Debtor’s assets and files not looked up.......... A:108
2. Failure to notice that Debtor did not cease operating as a business................. A:109
3. Failure to understand who the parties and their relations are.............cc......... A:110
4. Failure to understand the facts of the case: assets and storage containers...... A:111
5. Failure to grasp difference between “rental issues” and renters’ property ....... A:111
6. Failure to find out why wait 4 months to instruct holder of estate assets....... A:111
7. Failure to find out whether Trustee protected estate assets............cccccevueuenennee. A:112
8. Failure to find out why Trustee gave the estate’s storage fees to M&T Bank. A:112
9. Failure to inquire into no distribution report and Premier as asset case......... A:112
10. Failure to analyze instruction for Dworkin to refer customers to .................... A:113
11. Failure to visualize the blamable referral to just “M&T Bank...............ccccoceuueee A:113
12. Failure to recognize Premier’s customers as creditors of Premier.................... A:114
13. Failure to notice the Trustee’s reluctance to provide information.................... A:114
14. Failure to recognize the Trustee’s duty to inform and his breach of it............ A:115
15. Failure to recognize the Trustee’s duty to assist in locating property ............. A:115
16. Failure to listen attentively and question the Trustee’s words......................... A:116
17. Failure to pick up the inconsistency between Trustee’s words and actions ... A:116

ToEA:130 Part A. Dr. Cordero’s application to Bkr J Ninfo to review Tr Gordon’s performance & Pfuntner’s suit



228.

229.

230.

231.

232.

233.

Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org

18. Failure to pick up inconsistency in her own actions...........ccccccceevviciniiinininnnes A:117
19. Failure to pick up indicia of Trustee’s need to be prompted into action......... A117
20. Failure To Wonder “What Has Trustee Gordon Been Doing?!"..............ccc.c.c... A:118
21. Failure To Deal With The Issues Of Untruthfulness And Defamation............ A:119
22. Failure To Realize The Inadequacy Of A Mere Chatty Supervisory ‘Contact” A:120
D. Relief REQUESTEA.....cc.coiiiiieieeeeeeee ettt A:121
E. Exhibits
1) Assistant U.S. Trustee Schmitt’s letter of October 22, 2002, to
Dr. Cordero, with copy to Judge Ninfo and Trustee Gordon................. A:123
2) Trustee Schmitt’s letter of October 8, 2002, to Dr. Cordero.............. A:126
3) Judge Ninfo's letter of October 8, 2002, to Dr. Cordero................... A:127
4) Trustee Gordon’s letter of October 1, 2002, to Judge Ninfo.............. A:128
5) Trustee Gordon’s letter of September 23, 2002, to Dr.
CON A O e e A:130
Letter of David MacKnight, Esq., attorney for Plaintiff and
Warehouser James Pfuntner, of December 5, 2002, to Judge Ninfo
stating that in light of Dr. Cordero’s latest pleadings, there is the
need to obtain information from Trustee Gordon, Dr. Cordero, M&T
Bank, and Champion lest the pretrial conference fail to advance
= L = A:131
Trustee Gordon’s notice of December 5, 2002, of motion to
dismiss Dr. Cordero’s cross-claim against the Trustee in Pfuntner........... A:133
Trustee Gordon’s affirmation of December 5, 2002, in support of
his motion to dismiss Dr. Cordero’s cross-claim against him .................... A:135
Defamation Claiml....c.o.vuieiiiiiiiie e e e e e aes A:137
Negligence and Recklessness Claims......cccoeveiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiienne. A:138
Dr. Cordero’s letter of December 10, 2002, to Bankruptcy Clerk
Paul Warren filing his memorandum in opposition to Trustee
Gordon’s dismissal motion and requesting that Clerk Warren
transmit it to Judge Ninfo for the latter to rule on Dr. Cordero’s
motion that the dismissal hearing be deferred until trial .......................... A:141
Dr. Cordero’s letter of December 10, 2002, to Judge Ninfo
requesting that the Judge let him know in advance whether he will
grant Dr. Cordero’s request that Trustee Gordon’s motion to dismiss
be deferred until trial so that discovery can be undertaken ......................... A:142
Dr. Cordero’s memorandum of December 10, 2002, in opposition
to Trustee Gordon’s motion to dismiss Dr. Cordero’s cross-claims
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I. Hardship and lack of Urgency ........cooveieuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiineeeen, A:144
II. Non-dispositive legal grounds and need for discovery.................... A:145
A. The Claim of Defamation ...........c.cccciiiiiiiiiiii A:145

B. The Claim of Recklessness or Negligence..........ccccvvvveiiiiiieeiniiiineeeenne, A:148

I, Order SoUGht.....c.ouiiiii e A:149

234. Judge Ninfo’s order entered on December 30, 2002, granting
Trustee’s Gordon motion and dismissing Dr. Cordero’s cross-
claims against him (Cf. C1993) ... oo A:151

B. IN DISTRICT COURT, WDNY:

From Dr. Cordero’s notice of January 9, 2003, of appeal to Trustee Gordon’s
motion to dismiss it as untimely filed though timely mailed

to WDNY Judge Larimer’s dismissal of his notice and denial of
his application for judgment v. defaulted Premier Owner Palmer
and the legally unsupported requirement by Judge Ninfo and Larimer
that Dr. Cordero inspect his property and prove that its loss was
caused by Palmer, who is thus given a chance to escape
liability though a defrauder of storage & insurance fees Why?

1. Trustee Gordon’s motion in District Court to dismiss
Dr. Cordero’s notice of appeal as untimely filed though
timely mailed

235. Dr. Cordero’s notice of appeal of January 9, 2003, to District Court
from Bankruptcy Judge Ninfo’s dismissal of his cross-claims against
Trustee Gordon in Pfuntner v. Trustee Gordon et al., 02-2230, WBNY........... A:153

236. Dr. Cordero’s statement of January 9, 2003, of election of District
Court to hear the apPeal ........iii i s A:155

237. Trustee Gordon’s statement of January 15, 2003, in District Court
in support of his motion to dismiss Dr. Cordero’s appeal due to the
untimeliness of the notice of appeal........ccoiiiiiiiiiiii i A:156

238. Dr. Cordero’s designation of January 23, 2003, of items in the
record and statement of issues on appeal........coooviiiiiiiiii i A:1833

3 As items, i.e. documents, were produced, they were added physically to this volume
after the last one here. Consequently, they began with the page number that
followed the last one. However, their placement on this Table resulted from the
application of first a thematic, then a chronological criterion. Thus, depending on a
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II. ISSUES 0N APPEAL....uiiiiiii e A:188
[I. Outline of the Argument ...........ooiuiiiiiiii e A:189
A. Appellee Gordon’s Defamatory and False Statements..............cccccceeeen.. A:189

B. Appellee Gordon’s Reckless and Negligent Performance ............ccccccoeo.... A:192

Dr. Cordero’s brief of February 12, 2003, in District Court

opposing Trustee Gordon’s motion to dismiss the timely mailed
but allegedly untimely filed notice of appeal..........ccoiiiiiiiiiii e A:158
I. Statement of facts......coviiiiiiiii A:160

II. Consistent & coherent construction of rules on notice of
APPEAL L A:164

III. Equities of curing harmless error to preserve substantial
right and prevent prejudiCe ... ...oc.vevieeiiiiiiiiiiii e, A:175
IV. Order sSOUGNT . ..o A:180
V. Table of EXhibits...cccoiiuiiiiiii e A:181

Trustee Gordon’s letter of February 25, 2003, to U.S. District Judge
David G. Larimer, submitting to the District Court his prior February
5 brief (A:234 below) to the Bankruptcy Court in opposition to Dr.
Cordero’s motion to extend time to file notice of appeal ............ccoiiiiiiiit A:199

District Judge Larimer’s decision and order of March 12, 2003, in
Cordero v. Trustee Gordon, no. 03cv6021L, granting Trustee Gor-
don’s motion to dismiss Dr. Cordero’s notice of appeal as untimely............. A:200

Dr. Cordero’s brief of March 20, 2003, in support of his
motion in District Court for rehearing of the grant of Trustee
Gordon’s motion to dismiss the notice of appeal .........ccoiiiiii i A:205

Trustee Gordon’s letter of March 24, 2003, to District Judge
Larimer stating his reliance on his previous submission [A:234
below] regarding Dr. Cordero’s rehearing motion.........c..oooeeviiiiiiiiiieennainnnn. A:210

District Judge Larimer’s order of March 27, 2003, in Cordero v.
Trustee Gordon, no. 03-CV-6021L, denying in all respects but with-
out stating any reason at all Dr. Cordero’s motion for rehearing of
the grant of Trustee Gordon’s motion to dismiss the notice of appeal ........... A:211

document’s subject matter, it was grouped with similar ones under one or more
number-subheadings or a new subheading was created. Within each group, the
document was placed chronologically. Hence, page numbers in a subheading group
are not necessarily consecutive.
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2. Dr. Cordero’s motion in Bankruptcy Court to extend time
to file his notice of appeal and its denial by Judge Ninfo

245. Dr. Cordero’s notice of motion and affirmation in its support of
January 27, 2003, in Bankruptcy Court to extend time to file
notice of appeal from Judge Ninfo’s dismissal of his cross-claims

AgainNSt TruStee GOrdON. ... ...ttt eaaaeeees

A. Notice to be filed with Bankruptcy, not District, court
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B. No rush for filing either justified or possible ...t

C. Curing harmless error to preserve substantial right of
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D. General mailbox vs. exceptional receipt-based filing rule ..............
E. Appellee Gordon’ seeks with Dirty Hands promptness...................
F. Order sougnt. ... e
G. Table of EXNIDITS ... e

246. Trustee Gordon’s memorandum of law of February 5, 2003, in
Bankruptcy Court opposing Dr. Cordero’s motion to extend time

FOr APPEAl .. e

247. Judge Ninfo’s order of February 18, 2003, denying Dr. Cordero’s

motion to extend time to file notice of appeal ...,

248. Dr. Cordero’s date-amended notice of March 6, 2003, of motion in
Bankruptcy Court and affirmation in its support of February 26,
2003, for relief from Judge Ninfo’s order denying his motion to
extend time to file notice of appeal from the Judge’s dismissal of his

cross-claims against Trustee GOrdoON.........cooviiiiiiiiiiii e iiiieee e,

A. The issue of law concerning the determination of

L0 L] 1T 11T

B. The issue of fact establishing the timely filing of the motion...............

C. Preference for deciding cases on merits rather than

TECNNICAIITY ... e

D. Pro se parties are afforded extra leeway to meet

Procedural FUIES. ... e

E. Missing filing deadline is no jurisdictional bar to granting
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F. Filing flexibility and benefit of doubts for movant for relief.................
G. Relief reqUeSsTed. .......ooi s
H. Table of EXNIDITS . ... e
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the Court to his prior submission [of February 5, 2003; A:234 above]
as his brief to oppose Dr. Cordero’s February 26 motion for relief

from the denial of the motion to extend time to file notice of appeal........

Trustee Gordon’s letter of April 2, 2003, to Judge Ninfo with
proposed order denying Dr. Cordero’s February 26 motion for
relief from the Judge’s February 18 denial of his January 27 motion

to extend time to file notice of appeal ...

Judge Ninfo’s order of April 4, 2003, denying Dr. Cordero’s motion
for relief from the order denying the motion to extend time to file

NOTICE Of APPEAL ... . e

3. Transcript of the hearing in Bankruptcy Court
on December 18, 2002, of Trustee Gordon’s
motion to dismiss Dr. Cordero’s cross-claims

Dr. Cordero’s letter of January 23, 2003, to Bankruptcy Court
Reporter Mary Dianetti confirming his request for the transcript of
the hearing on December 18, 2002, of Trustee Gordon’s motion to
dismiss Dr. Cordero’s cross-claims against him and its grant by Judge

Dr. Cordero’s note of March 30, 2003, stating his receipt on March
28 of the transcript prepared by Reporter Dianetti, over two and a

half months after its initial reqUEeSTt ... e

Reporter’'s Dianetti’s transcript of the hearing before Judge Ninfo
on December 18, 2002, of Trustee Gordon’s motion to dismiss Dr.

Cordero’s cross-claims against him in Pfuntner v. Trustee Gordon et al. ......

Dr. Cordero’s letter of March 30, 2003, to Mary Dianetti
requesting an explanation of the circumstances of the preparation

and handling of the transCript.........cooviiiiiii e

Mary Dianetti’s letter of April 11, 2003, to Dr. Cordero concerning
her late transcript of the hearing on December 18, 2002, of Trustee

Gordon’s motion to dismiss (cf. ToEC:4681; C:12808C) ....ovviviviiinenninnnnn.

4. Application for default judgment against Premier
Owner David Palmer

Letter of May 30, 2002, of Raymond Stilwell, Esq., attorney for
David Palmer, owner of Premier Van Lines, Inc., a bankrupt moving
and storage company, to Dr. Cordero stating that Premier ceased

operations at the end of 2001 .......ccoiiiiiiiiii e

Dr. Cordero’s cross- and third-party claims of November 21, 2002........
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[. Statement of Claims........oo i
A. David Palmer ...cooiiii e

II. Statement of Relief Sought......... e
A. All cross-defendants and third-party defendants ...................

B. David Palmer, €t a@l. ..o e e

III. Table of EXNIDITS ... ... e eee e

Dr. Cordero’s application of December 26, 2002, for entry of

default judgment against David Palmer, Premier's owner ......................

a. Application for entry of default........ ..o

d.

e.

. Dr. Cordero’s affidavit of Palmer’s non-military service........................

Proposed order for the Bankruptcy Court to transmit its record
to the District Court for entry of default judgment...............................

Dr. Cordero’s affidavit of amount dUe ........oorioirii e

Proposed order of entry of default judgment by District Court ..............

Dr. Cordero’s letter of January 30, 2003, to Judge Ninfo inquiring
why his December 26 application for default judgment against
David Palmer has not been transmitted to the District Court,
requesting that Judge Ninfo order that it be transmitted, and

otherwise, explain why he will Nnot do SO......ooiiiiiiii e

Clerk of the U.S. Bankruptcy Court Paul A. Warren’s certificate of

February 4, 2003, of default of David Palmer..............ccoiiiiiiiiiinn....

Judge Ninfo’s order of February 4, 2003, transmitting to the
District Court the record concerning Dr. Cordero’s application for

default judgment against David Palmer ...

a. Judge Ninfo’s attachment to his recommendation of February

b.

4, 2003, to the District Court that it not enter default
judgment against David Palmer ...

Dr. Cordero’s letter of January 30, 2003, to Judge Ninfo.................

Att. Stilwell’s letter of February 11, 2003, to Judge Ninfo
concerning his relation to Premier Van Lines; Mr. Palmer; his receipt
of service for them; and the inquiries about his availability to attend

the inspection of Dr. Cordero’s property at the Avon warehouse .............

Dr. Cordero’s letter of March 2, 2203, to District Judge Larimer
stating that David Palmer was given proper warning of default
judgment and the Bankruptcy Clerk defaulted him so that Judge
Ninfo lacks any support in law to recommend that default judgment
be denied and that an inspection of the property at the warehouse be
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265. Dr. Cordero’s notice of motion in District Court and brief in its
support of March 2, 2003, to enter default judgment against

David Palmer and withdraw proceeding to an unbiased court...................... A:312
A BT L e A:314
I. Table Of CONTENTS ... A:315
I. Statement of Facts ....ccoiiiiii e A:315
II. Conditions for entry of default judgment .....................il. A:317
III. Lack of basis in fact for the recommendation.............................. A:318
A. The facts point to the 0SS of My Property ..o, A:318
B. Recommendation reveals unwarranted dismissal of my claim ........... A:320

C. Default judgment application is not premature since failure
to appear iS COMPIETE ......uviiiiiiee e A:322

IV. No grounds in law for requiring applicant to demonstrate
ANYERING oo e A:325

A. Pleadings only require to state a claim and demand
8o Lo .4 1= o | SRR A:326
B. Rule 55 only requires showing Defendant’s failure to plead ............... A:326

1) The clerk’s legal obligation to enter default and
JUAGMENT ...t A:326
2) The court’s legal obligation “in all other cases” ..................c.c....... A:328

C. No notice and opportunity to object afforded under 28 U.S.C.
3 SRR A:329
1) Unequal application of the notion of timeliness .......................... A:330
V. Implications that the recommendation has for the parties .......... A:331
VI Order SOUZNt ..o.oniiii e A:331
VII. Table of EXhibits ......ouiuiiiiiiiii e A:332

266. Dr. Cordero’s letter of March 5, 2003, to Bankruptcy Clerk Paul
Warren inquiring about his failure to default David Palmer upon
receiving Dr. Cordero’s application therefor of December 26, 2002 .............. A:334

267. Bankruptcy Clerk Warren’s letter of March 12, 2003, to Dr.
Cordero explaining how default was entered against Mr. Palmer................. A:337

268. District Judge Larimer’s order of March 11, 2003, in Cordero v.
Palmer, no. 03mbk6001L, accepting Judge Ninfo’s recommendation
not to enter default judgment against David Palmer and
requiring the conduct of an inquest into damages before default
F10 Lo [o g =T a1 A EST= 0 01 0] o] ¢ = | (= A:339
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District Clerk Rodney Early’s notice of March 12, 2003, of entry of
Judge Larimer's March 11 order sent to Dr. Cordero, David

Palmer, and his attorney, Raymond Stilwell, ESQ. ....cccccovviviiiiiiiin....

Dr. Cordero’s brief of March 19, 2003, in support of his motion in
District Court for rehearing concerning the implied denial by
Judge Larimer of his motion to enter default judgment against Mr.
Palmer and withdraw the Pfuntner adversary proceeding from

Bankruptcy Court to the District COUrt .......cccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e
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I. There is no need to conduct an inquest into damages............

II. Bankruptcy Court is not proper forum to conduct

damages INQUEST ...o.iuiiii e

II. Relief sought......ooouiiiiiiii e

District Judge Larimer’s order of March 27, 2003, in Cordero v.
Palmer, no. 03-MBK-6001L, denying in all respects but without
stating any reasons the motion for rehearing of his March 11

decision denying entry of default judgment against David Palmer ..........

District Clerk Early’s notice of March 27, 2003, of entry of Judge
Larimer’s March 27 order sent to Dr. Cordero, David Palmer, and the

BanKruptCy COUIT . ..ot eaea e ee e eeeeens

Att. Michael Beyma’s letter of August 1, 2002, to Dr. Cordero [see

AIB53-15 DEIOWT .ttt e e e e e e

...... A:341

5. Dr. Cordero’s search of his property and NYC-Rochester

trip to inspect it at Mr. Pfuntner’s warehouse, where

Premier Owner Palmer had abandoned it4

a. Dr. Cordero’s efforts to find his property before Pfuntner in 2002

Letter of March 1, 2002, of David Dworkin, owner/manager of the
Jefferson Henrietta Associates’ warehouse where Premier Van Lines
rented space to store the storage containers holding the property of
Premier’s clients, to Dr. Cordero stating that from then he should
make his monthly storage payments to Jefferson Henrietta

ASSOCIATES, NOT 10 Pl ..t e et e et ae e ae e eeaaeen

Jefferson Henrietta Associates’ warehouse bill of March 7, 2002,

to Dr. Cordero for past storage and iNSUranCe .........ccccevveeviiiiiiiiannnnnn.

4 See footnote 2 on page 1 above.
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Trustee Gordon’s letter of April 16, 2002, to David Dworkin
stating that M&T Bank has a blanket lien on Premier’s assets in his

warehouse and that the Trustee will not rent or control them................

Manager Dworkin’s letter of April 25, 2002, to Dr. Cordero stating
that his property has not been removed from the Jefferson
Henrietta warehouse since it took possession of the premises, but it
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Letter of May 30, 2002, of Raymond Stilwell, Esq., attorney for
Owner David Palmer and Premier Van Lines, Inc., his bankrupt
moving and storage company and debtor in the Chapter 7 bankruptcy
case In re Premier Van Lines, no. 01-20692, WBNY, to Dr. Cordero

stating that Premier ceased operations at the end of 2001 ...............

Dr. Cordero’s letter of May 30, 2002, to Trustee Gordon stating
that he has not yet received the information concerning his
property and Bankrupt Premier that the Trustee agreed to send him

when they spoke on the phone two weeks earlier ...t

Trustee Gordon’s letter of June 10, 2002, to Dr. Cordero providing
him a copy of his April 16 letter to Warehouser David Dworkin,
manager/owner of the Jefferson Henrietta Associates’ warehouse
where Premier rented space to store the storage containers holding

the property Of itS ClIENTS ... e

Letter of July 30, 2002, of Christopher Carter -owner of Champion
Moving & Storage, Inc., which bought storage containers of Bankrupt
Premier Van Lines sold by Lienholder M&T Bank- to Dr. Cordero

stating that his stored property is in a warehouse in Avon, NY..............

Christopher Carter’s letter of July 30, 2002, to Vince Pusateri, Vice
President of M&T Bank, general lienholder against Bankrupt Borrower
Premier Van Lines, Inc., stating that his company did not receive
containers with property of Dr. Cordero among the containers bought
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a. Bill of sale from M&T Bank for Mr. Carter to sign in order to
acknowledge receipt of containers bought from M&T, which
liguidated its lien on them by selling the containers after
Premier had bought them with an M&T loan and subsequently

Went banKrupt. ...

b. List of former Premier clients whose property was allegedly
in storage containers sold by M&T Bank to Champion’s Mr.
Carter, who received no containers with Dr. Cordero’s name so

he did not sign the acknowledgment............ccooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinnn...

c. Premier Van Lines’ invoice of September 26, 2000, for storage

Of Dr. Cordero’s ProPertY cooovvviiiii i

Letter of August 1, 2002, of Michael Beyma, Esq., attorney for
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Defendant M&T Bank and Third-party defendant David DelLano, the
M&T Assistant Vice President in charge of liquidating M&T’s lien on
Premier’s storage containers, to Dr. Cordero stating that M&T Bank
did not sell storage containers holding his property, which they
believe are in a warehouse in Avon, NY, owned by James Pfuntner,

who is represented by Att. David MacKnight ...,

Att. Beyma'’s letter of August 15, 2002, to Dr. Cordero stating,
among other things, that “I understand that David DeLano [the M&T
Assistant Vice President in charge of liquidating M&T’s lien on Premier’s
cabinets, i.e. storage containers] has informed you that your two
“Pyramid” storage cabinets are located at 2140 Sackett Road, Avon, New
York. The owner of the property is James Pfuntner and he is represented

by David MacKnight (585-454-5650)" .......eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeaeeeens

Dr. Cordero’s letter of August 26, 2002, to Att. MacKnight
requesting information about “Pyramid” storage containers and the

whereabouts Of hiS PropPertY ......coiiiii e eeeeaeees

Att. Beyma’s letter of August 28, 2002, to Dr. Cordero stating that
“M&T Bank has not sold your cabinets to Champion or any other party.

M&T Bank sold only Pyramid cabinets which were located in Rochester”.......

Att. MacKnight's letter of September 19, 2002, to Dr. Cordero
stating that he will soon be receiving Mr. Pfuntner’s summons and

(o0 ] ¢ g1 0] F= T 8 1 N PP

Letter of September 23, 2002, of Kenneth Gordon, Esq., Chapter 7
Trustee for the liquidation of moving and storage company Premier
Van Lines, Inc., to Dr. Cordero, with copy to U.S. Bankruptcy Judge
John C. Ninfo, Il, WBNY, and others, enjoining him from contacting
his office concerning Dr. Cordero’s search for his property in storage

ALY 8 T = =] 1=

Dr. Cordero’s letter of September 27, 2002, to Trustee Gordon
requesting that he a) apologize for his unjustified and unprofes-
sional September 23 letter to him, b) assure him that the lines of
communication between them will be opened, and ¢) send him copies
of the letters concerning Premier and his property that the Trustee

SENT 10 Other PartiES. ..o e et eeea

Dr. Cordero’s letter of September 27, 2002, to the Judge Ninfo
requesting a review of Trustee Gordon’s performance and fitness to

CoONtinUE Serving as TrUSTEE ... ..ot e aaes

Dr. Cordero’s Statement of Facts and Application for a
Determination of September 27, 2002, by Judge Ninfo of whether
Mr. Gordon, as trustee in bankruptcy with fiduciary duties to all the
parties, failed in his duty and is not fit to continue as trustee of

R Y o a1 gV 4= U T 1 (< S

Trustee Gordon’s letter of October 1, 2002, to Judge Ninfo and

A:353-15

A:353-16

A:353-18

A:353-19

A:353-20

A:353-25

A:353-26

A:353-28

A:353-29

ToEA:140 Part B§5a Dr. Cordero’s search of his warehoused property before Pfuntner in 2002
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others requesting that the Judge not take any action on Dr.
Cordero’s September 27 application for a review of the Trustee’'s
performance and fitness to serve as Premier’'s trustee....................oo.... A:353-32

Att. Beyma’s letter of October 4, 2002, to Dr. Cordero stating that
“it would appear that James Pfunter (sic) should allow you to remove your
0 0T 0 0 £ 3 A:353-34

Dr. Cordero’s letter of October 7, 2002, to Att. MacKnight stating
that despite the latter’s September 19 letter, Dr. Cordero has not yet
received from either him or Mr. Pfuntner any information
concerning his property stored by Premier Van Lines in Mr.
Pfuntner’s warehouse at 2140 Sackett Road in Avon. ..........cc.ooeeeennns A:353-35

Trustee Gordon’s Answer of October 9, 2002, in Pfuntner v.
Trustee Gordon et al., stating that all Premier’s assets were
abandoned and that none is available to pay any claims ...................... A:353-36

Dr. Cordero’s letter of October 14, 2002, to Assistant U.S. Trustee
Schmitt submitting his rejoinder to Trustee Gordon’s October 1
letter to JUudge NINTO ... e e e A:353-47

Dr. Cordero’s letter of October 14, 2002, rejoinder showing that
Trustee Gordon resorted in his October 1 letter to defamatory and
false statements about Dr. Cordero to detract from his credibility
and lend support to the Trustee’s request that Judge Ninfo not take
any action on Dr. Cordero’s September 27 application for a review of
his performance and fitness to serve as Premier’s trustee...................... A:353-48

Att. MacKnight's letter of October 16, 2002, to Dr. Cordero
stating that he should anticipate receiving a copy of Mr. Pfuntner’s
summons and complaint in the near future...............ooooiiiiiiiiiiiiie . A:353-57

Dr. Cordero’s letter of October 17, 2002, to Plaintiff Pfuntner and
Att. MacKnight stating that he has not yet received from them the
requested information about the Pyramid containers storing his
property in Mr. Pfuntner’s warehouse in Avon, NY, and requesting
them to provide such information............iii e A:353-58

Dr. Cordero’s voluntary waiver of service of summons and petition
of October 23, 2002, to the Bankruptcy Court for Clarification in
1011 1= A:353-59

(A:357 et seq. below)

b. From the pleadings in Pfuntner v. Trustee Gordon et al. ,
to the pre-trial conference of January 10, 2003

Cover sheet of September 26, 2002, in Pfuntner v. Gordon et al,
Adversary proceeding no. 02-2230, WBNY, with Plaintiff Pfuntner by
his Attorney, David MacKnight, Esq., claiming $20,000 in interpleader .......... A:18a
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Warehouser James Pfuntner’'s summons of October 3, 2002, in
Pfuntner, (received on or around October 20, 2002; see pages A:32
4™ paragraph; A:50; and Ai52) ... A:21

a. “Interpleader Complaint 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 ACHIONS .. .ot et A:22

Dr. Cordero’s voluntary waiver of service of summons and petition
of October 23, 2002, to the Bankruptcy Court for Clarification in

e 0 T P A:50

Dr. Cordero’s answer and counterclaim of November 1, 2002, in

e T P A:56
a. Statement of CoOUNTErClaimMS ... .o e A:60
TR = 1= P A:61
C. Table of EXNIDITS ... ... A:62

Att. Beyma’s letter of November 6, 2002, to Att. MacKnight
= T oo ] 0] 1= 2 771 0 o A:66

a. M&T Bank’s answer of November 6, 2002, to the claims against
it in Pfuntner v. Trustee Gordon et al., N0. 02-2230 .....oiiiriiieiiiiiiaannnns A:67

Att. MacKnight's letter of November 11, 2002, to the parties
= Toto] o a1 0 F=10) Y71 8T S A:68

a. Plaintiff Warehouser James Pfuntner’s answer of November
8, 2002, to Dr. Cordero’s counterclaim in Pfuntner .............ccovvevnnn... A:69

Third party summons issued by Bankruptcy Clerk Paul R. Warren,
and signed by Deputy Clerk Karen S. Tacy on November 19, 2002,
and accompanying Dr. Cordero’s amended answer of November 21,
2002, with cross-claims & 3™ party claims in Pfuntner, no. 02-2230,
L4745 A:69b

Dr. Cordero’s Amended Answer of November 21, 2002, in Pfuntner
with cross-claims against M&T Bank and Trustee Gordon, and
third-party claims against M&T Assistant Vice President Delano,
Warehouser Dworkin, Jefferson Henrietta Associates, and Premier

(@Y o= gl B T= 1Y/ [0 B =1 o 1S A:70
W =1 o] (=T ) O 0] 0} (=Y ) = A:71
IS =X (=] 8 A=Y S0 i =3 =N A:72
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1. Statement of Claims ..o e aeeaaaaes A:78

A, DaVvid PalMmer ......coooiiiiiiic et A:78

B.  David DWOIKIN .....oooiiiiiiiii s A:79

C. Jefferson Henrietta ASSOCIALES. .......ccuvveeiiiiiiiiiiiieriee e e e eeesiinieeeeeeeeeea e A:81

[ D T-\V/ [0 N B = =1 o o SRR A:82

E. M&E&T BaANK ... A:83

F.  Trustee Kenneth GOrdon.........cccocuueiiiiiiiiiii e A:83

1. Statement of Relef. .. ... e A:87

A. All cross-defendants and third-party defendants............ccccccovciieeene A:87
B. David Palmer, David Dworkin, and Jefferson Henrietta

ASSOCIALES ...ttt e e e e e e e e e s e e e e e e e e e e ennnees A:88

C. Trustee KeNNeth GOrdON.........cuvviiiiiiiiieie i A:88

IV. Table of EXNiDits ..ccouiuiiiiiiiii e A:89
Dr. Cordero’s letter of November 21, 2002, to Bankruptcy Clerk
Paul Warren and Case Administrator Karen Tacy certifying service of

his amended answer with cross- and third-party claims in Pfuntner............... A:95
Dr. Cordero’s letters of November 21, 2002, to Att. Beyma with the

amended answer containing:

a. cross-claims against M&T BankK........coooiiiiiiiiiii i A:97
b. third-party claims against M&T Bank Assistant Vice President

DaVid DeLanO. ... e A:98
Dr. Cordero’s letter of November 21, 2002, to M&T Bank Assistant
Vice President David DelLano with the amended answer containing

third-party claims against him ... e A:99
Att. MacKnight's letter of December 5, 2002, to Judge Ninfo
stating that in light of Dr. Cordero’s latest pleadings, there is a need
to obtain information from Trustee Gordon, Dr. Cordero, M&T Bank,

and Champion lest the pretrial conference fail to advance matters........... A:353-61
Trustee Gordon’s letter of December 9, 2002, to Judge Ninfo
stating that he does not have documents to provide for the
conference; that Premier’s clients and Mr. Pfuntner are in the best
position to provide them; and that he *“fail[s] to understand why [Mr.

Pfuntner] has not already released Dr. Cordero’s property to him” ............c.oooeiiinn... A:357
Assistant U.S. Trustee Schmitt's request of December 10, 2002,

for a status conference concerning Pfuntner v. Trustee Gordon et al........... A:358
a. Trustee Schmitt’'s proposed Order Setting Matter in for Status

Conference/Pretrial Hearing .......oeeoiiiiiiiii e A:360
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Att Beyma’s letter of December 16, 2002, to the parties
= Yo o] 1 o F=1 2 7/ 1 1 1 e A:100

a. Att Beyma’s answer of December 16, 2002, for M&T Bank and
Mr. DeLano to Dr. Cordero’s ClaimS .....oveeiiiiiie e eeaaeees A:100-a

Bankruptcy Case Administrator Karen Tacy’s notice of pre-trial
conference of December 18, 2002, to all parties in Pfuntner .................... A:362

Att. Stilwell’s letter of December 20, 2002, to the Clerk of the U.S.
Bankruptcy Court stating that he cannot participate in the pre-
trial conference at the date and time indicated, because he already
has another judicial commitment for that date and hour ....................... A:297

Dr. Cordero’s letter of December 26, 2002, to Judge Ninfo in
response to Att. Stilwell's letter, asking that Att. Stilwell be
required to attend and participate in the pre-trial conference and
provide all information useful to establish Mr. Palmer’s where-
abouts and fully assist the Court in bringing Mr. Palmer before it................ A:299

Dr. Cordero’s choices of December 26, 2002, in the pre-trial
(0] 1 1 [0 o N 0] o o 10PN A:363

Att. MacKnight's letter of December 30, 2002, to Dr. Cordero
consenting to Dr. Cordero’s appearance by phone at the pre-trial
conference and requesting “a copy of the inventory and/or bill of lading
given to you when Premier took possession of your goods”..........ccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinn. A:364

¢. Proposing dates and measures for the property inspection
at Plaintiff Pfuntner’s warehouse in Avon, NY: conducted
on May 19, 2003

Dr. Cordero’s letter of January 29, 2003, to Judge Ninfo
proposing six dates when Dr. Cordero can travel to Rochester to
participate in the inspection of his property in storage in Plaintiff
Pfuntner’'s warehouse in Avon, NY; and indicating measures that
must be taken to make the inspection possible ...... ... A:365

Dr. Cordero’s letter of January 29, 2003, to Att. MacKnight
providing him with his proposed travel dates and asking him to
inform Judge Ninfo of those that he prefers ......cooiiiiiiiii e, A:368

Trustee Gordon’s letter of January 31, 2003, to Judge Ninfo
informing him that he will not attend the inspection of Dr.
Cordero’s property in ROCNESTEr ... A:369

Assistant U.S. Trustee Schmitt’s letter of February 4, 2003, to Dr.
Cordero stating that neither she nor her staff will attend the
property inspection and that his property is not property of the
estate, which will not pay foritsremoval............coooiiiiiiiiie it A:370

ToEA:144 Part B§5b From pleadings in Warehouser Pfuntner’s suit in Bkr Ct to pre-trial conference



325.

326.

327.

328.

329.

330.

331.

Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org

Att. Beyma’s letter of February 20, 2003, to Judge Ninfo that M&T
Bank has not decided whether to attend the inspection but can
decide todo so and attend iton any date .........ccooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiie et A:371

Att. MacKnight's letter of March 26, 2003, to Dr. Cordero that Att.
MacKnight's assistant called the court and found out that it will not
supervise the inspection, which is to be arranged between Mr.
Pfuntner and Dr. Cordero; and indicating the best dates when “Mr.
Pfuntner is available at your convenience” for the inspection ......................... A:372

Dr. Cordero’s letter of April 2, 2003, to Att. MacKnight stating that
“at a hearing on February 12, Judge Ninfo stated that he was waiting to hear
from you on a date for the inspection”; pointing out the need to agree on
conditions that will ensure that the inspection will achieve its
intended purpose; and serving him with a motion to thatend.................... A:374

Dr. Cordero’s notice of April 3, 2003, of motion in Bankruptcy
Court for measures relating to trip to Rochester and inspection of
[0 0] 0T o 1Y A:376

Dr. Cordero’s affirmation of April 3, 2003, supporting motion for
measures relating to trip to Rochester and inspection of property............. A:378

A. Whether the court changed its requirements for trip and

17 0= o3 o L o A:379
B. Inexcusable disregard of six proposed dates for trip and

17 0= o3 o L o A:379
C. Unreasonableness in the request for yet another date ....................... A:380
D. The need to prepare the trip and inspection thoroughly ..................... A:381
E. Consequences of the untimely scheduling of the trip and

1] o =T 1 1 o ] o 1 A:382
F. Mr. Pfuntner is leaving the jurisdiction ............cccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiii i A:383
G. Relief SOUGNT ... e A:383
Table of EXNIDITS ... s A:384

Judge Ninfo’s letter of April 7, 2003, to Dr. Cordero denying his
request to appear by phone to argue his April 3 motion “due to the
complexity of the legal issues you have now raised” regarding measures for
the trip to Rochester and inspection of property; and stating that
“your personal appearance will insure a complete and accurate record that is
necessary for the proper administration of justice” .............ovvviiiiiiiiiiiiii i A:386

Plaintiff Pfuntner’s notice of April 10, 2003, of motion pursuant to
FRBkrP 7056 and 7022 to be discharged from liability ..............ccoooiiinit. A:387

a. Plaintiff Pfuntner’s motion of April 10, 2003, to discharge
plaintiff from any liability to the persons or entities who own or
claim an interest in the four storage containers and the contents
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thereof presently located in the plaintiffs Sackett road
warehouse and for other relief ... ...

332. Dr. Cordero’s notice of postponement of April 14, 2003, of the
motion for measures relating to the trip to Rochester and
INSPECTION Of PrOP eI Y . e aeaaaaaaaens

333. Dr. Cordero’s brief of April 17, 2003, in Bankruptcy Court in
opposition to Pfuntner’s April 10 motion to be discharged from
liability, for summary judgment, and other relief ...,

[ =Y o ] [T 0 1l O 0] 1 1= 0 1 =

[. Requirement for summary judgment: no genuine issues of
Material facCt. . ... e

II. All issues of material fact remain to be determined .........cc..ccovveee...

III. Plaintiff's failure to meet the requirements for summary
8 T T 1= o 1

IV. Disingenuous motion detracts from Pfuntner's and MacKnight's
(o3 =T 1101 L1 1Y/

V. Relief sOUQNT ... e

VI. Affidavit of Genuine Issues of Material Facts Requiring
[ 1Yo 0 YT o

VII. Table of EXNIDITS ...

334. Dr. Cordero’s letter of April 30, 2003, to Att. MacKnight
requesting written confirmation of agreement on the trip to Rochester
and the inspection of property at Mr. Pfuntner’s warehouse..........................

a. Dr. Cordero’s letter of April 30, 2003, to Plaintiff Pfuntner
concerning the agreement between them to conduct the
inspection of property at his warehouse in Avon, NY (outside
ROCNE S T ) .

[Appeal to CA2 in Part C.....ToEA:154..... A:429]

335. Dr. Cordero’s letter of May 5, 2003, to Judge Ninfo stating that at
the pre-trial conference on January 10, 2003, the Judge had stated
that within two days of receiving Dr. Cordero’ proposed dates for the
inspection trip the Judge would have found the date most
convenient to the parties in Rochester and inform Dr. Cordero
thereof, and requesting that the Judge contact Mr. Pfuntner to find
out what he intends to do and ask that Mr. Pfuntner let Dr.
Cordero KNOW iN WITEING ... .eee ettt et e e e e e e anee e aaas

336. Att. MacKnight's e-mail of May 8, 2003, to Dr. Cordero stating
that he will ask Mr. Pfuntner’s staff to fax a confirmation of May 19
as the date for the INSPECTION ... i

337. Plaintiff Pfuntner’s letter of May 8, 2003, to Dr. Cordero

ToEA:146 Part B§5c Proposing dates & measures for property inspection at Pfuntner’s warehouse on 5/19/3
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confirming May 19 as the date for the property inspection in Avon, NY.....

Dr. Cordero’s letter of May 12, 2003, to the parties informing
them of the agreement between Mr. Pfuntner and him to conduct the

INSPECTION ON MaAY 1O ... ettt eeeaaeeeas

a. Mr. Pfuntner’s letter of May 8, 2003, to Dr. Cordero...................

d. Judge Ninfo’s request after the inspection that Dr. Cordero

resubmit the default judgment application only to deny it despite

Dr. Cordero’s proof of property loss & damage by Palmer

Dr. Cordero’s notice of June 16, 2003, of motion in Bankruptcy
Court for default judgment against David Palmer, with his
December 26 application therefor resubmitted at Judge Ninfo’s
request at the Judge’s own initiative at the hearing on May 21, 2003,
where he heard Dr. Cordero’s report on the inspection of his property
on May 19 at Mr. Pfuntner’s warehouse and the findings of loss of and
damage to his therein stored property, which were uncontradicted by

Att. MacKnight, Mr. Pfuntner’s attorney ..........cccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii i

a. Dr. Cordero’s brief in support of his motion of June 16, 2003, in

Bankruptcy Court for default judgment against David Palmer-..........

A. Findings of the inspection of Dr. Cordero’s property on

May 19, 2003, at Mr. Pfuntner’s warehouse in Avon, NY ........
B. Relief sSoUght. ...

b. Attached application
1) Bankruptcy Clerk Warren’s entry of February 4, 2003, of

default against David Palmer ........cccooiiiiiiiiiiii i

2) Dr. Cordero’s affidavit of non-military service by Mr.
Palmer during time for him to file his answer to Dr.

Cordero’s third-party claim against him in Pfuntner ..............

3) Proposed order to transmit record to District Court for
entry of default judgment against David Palmer in

[ ] 1 1 T

4) Dr. Cordero’s affidavit of amount due by default by

(2= 110 0 1] S

5) Proposed order for District Court to enter default

judgment against David Palmer in Pfuntner .........................

Att. MacKnight’s precautionary response of June 20, 2003, in
Bankruptcy Court to Dr. Cordero’s motion to enter default
judgment against Palmer, requesting that it be denied in so far as

the motion seeks relief from Mr. PFUNTNET ....cooi e
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e. Dr. Cordero’s motion for sanctions for false representations con-
cerning the inspection by Absentees Pfuntner & Att. MacKnight

Att. MacKnight's letter of June 5, 2003, to Judge Ninfo stating
what a “prospective purchaser of the premises” of Mr. Pfuntner told him
about what happened at the inspection, which neither Att.

MacKnight nor Mr. Pfuntner attended...........cooiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e

Dr. Cordero’s letter of June 14, 2003, to Att. MacKnight asking
that he submit affidavits of the “prospective purchaser of the premises”
of Mr. Pfuntner and state what “inquiry reasonable under the
circumstances”, as required by Rule 9011 FRBkrP, he conducted to
allow him to make the representations to Judge Ninfo contained in his
June 5 letter; and indicating that if he fails to do so or to withdraw
those representations within 21 days, Dr. Cordero will file his

motion for sanctions: (Cf. Di258) ...

a. Dr. Cordero’s notice of motion, for filing on July 21, 2003, for
sanction and compensation for Att. MacKnight making false

representations to the Court.......ooi e

b. Dr. Cordero’s brief, for filing on July 21, 2003, supporting his
motion for sanction and compensation for Att. MacKnight

making false representations tothe Court .................coooaiil

c. Dr. Cordero’s affidavit of June 14, 2003, concerning Att.

MacKnight's false representations to the Court ........................

Dr. Cordero’s notice of July 31, 2003, of withdrawal of motion
for sanctions and compensation for Att. MacKnight making false
representations to the Court, because Judge Ninfo denied Dr.
Cordero’s request to be allowed to appear by phone to argue it, and

renotice Of It fOr @ later At ... e aaeens

f. Dr. Cordero’s motion for sanctions for Pfuntner &
Att. MacKnight disobeying discovery orders

Dr. Cordero’s notice of June 6, 2003, of motion in Bankruptcy

L@ o 15|

a. Dr. Cordero’s motion of June 6, 2003, for sanctions and
compensation for Mr. Pfuntner’s and Mr. MacKnight's failure

to comply with discovery orders (cf. D:258) ..coovvviiiiiiiiiiiiiiieae
i. Table of CONtENTS ... .. et

I Statement Of FACTS. . .covrii et e e

A. Overview of Mr. Pfuntner and Mr. MacKnight's intentional

and contemptuous disregard for court orders ....................

ToEA:148 Part B§Se Dr. Cordero’s motion for sanctions for false representations by Pfuntner & Att. MacKnight
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B. They disregarded the first discovery order of January 10,

12401 A:513
C. Out of the blue Mr. Pfuntner summons Dr. Cordero to
Avon on March 25, 2003 ... A:515
D. Mr. MacKnight’'s unreasonable letter of March 26, 2003 ......... A:516
E. Their disingenuous motion of April 10, 2003...........ccceeeen..... A:516
Mr. MacKnight's assurances at the hearing on April 23,
12 0.0 A:518
G. Their defiance of the 2nd order by avoiding setting up
INSPECLION AT ... aaas A:519
H. Their flagrant disobedience to provide ordered discovery
ON May 19, 2003 ... ittt A:523
II. Standards for impoOSIiNg SANCHIONS .......ciiiiieiiiiii i aaaas A:527
III. Relief SOUQNTt........ et e e ns A:528
IV. List of Exhibits Evidencing Compensable Work .......................... A:532
A. Papers written and provided with evidentiary support
[0) V21 5] GO0 ] 6 [=] o N PP A:532
B. Information gathered for the trip..........ccoooviiiiiiiiiin. A:532-a

Dr. Cordero’s addendum of October 13, 2003, to the motion for
sanctions on and compensation from Mr. Pfuntner and Att.
MacKnight for failure to comply with discovery orders; and request
LT o = L 02 10 /2 A:730

a. Copies of transportation tickets bought by Dr. Cordero for his
trip on May 19, 2003, from New York City to Rochester for the
property inspection at Mr. Pfuntner’'s warehouse required by
B T o =T N ) (o A:733

g. Att. MacKnight’s “Notice to Admit” regarding findings of inspec-
tion of property at Pfuntner’s warehouse that neither attended

Att. MacKnight's “Notice to Admit” of June 10, 2003, to Dr.
Cordero in Pfuntner v. Trustee Gordon et al., no. 02-2230, WBNY .............. A:533

a. Att. MacKnight's exhibits

1) Dr. Cordero’s letter of April 30, 2003 to Att. MacKnight.............. A:426
2) Dr. Cordero’s letter of April 30, 2003 to Plaintiff Pfuntner ........... A:427
3) Dr. Cordero’s letter of April 2, 2003, to Att. MacKnight............... A:374

Dr. Cordero’s reply of July 20, 2003, to Att. MacKnight’'s request
{0 =T 1 0T 5151 (0] o 1 A:538
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A. Legal objections to the “Notice” to Admit .........cccevviriiniiniiiniiniiee A:538
B. Procedural objections to the “Notice” to Admit........cccccevveiniiviniininennnnee A:540
C. Requests numbered as in the original, each followed by a reply ............... A:540

Att. MacKnight's notice of October 6, 2003, of motion in
Bankruptcy Court “to determine matters admitted” in Pfuntner..........................l A:579

a. Att. MacKnight’'s motion of October 6, 2003, “to determine
certain matters in notice to admit are deemed admitted in this adversary
0] (0101 == T 11 T e A:581

Att. MacKnight's amended notice of October 6, 2003, of motion in
Bankruptcy Court to determine matters admitted .............ccoooviiiiiiiiiinnnn.. .. A:585

Dr. Cordero’s reply of October 10, 2003, to Att. MacKnight’s
“motion to determine matters admitted” in Pfuntner, WBNY .....ooriniiiiiiiiiiiiiinnn... A:587

A. The motion is inadmissible for failure to comply with time
TEQUITEIMENES ...ttt A:587

B. The motion is inadmissible by failure to object timely and by
JaCR@S......ov e A:588

C. Mr. Pfuntner’s and Att. MacKnight’s motion is inadmissible
because they failed to comply with the rules on Failure to Make
Discovery and for Sanctions.............ccccociiiiiniiiiiiniiccccee, A:589

D REOIIES e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e aaeaaaaaan A:590

Dr. Cordero’s letter of November 4, 2003, to Mr. MacKnight about
the apparently mistaken date on the docket of his motion to
determine matters admitted ... e eees A:823

Att. MacKnight’s letter of November 17, 2003, concerning the
correction of the mistaken date of his motion to determine matters
=T [ 118 = [ A:828

6. Orders and motions concerning Judge Ninfo’s “discrete”
“discreet” hearing in Pfuntner on October 16, 2003

Judge Ninfo’s Order of July 15, 2003, requiring, among other
things, that Dr. Cordero, who lives in New York City, participate in
a series of “discrete” “discreet” hearings starting on October 16 in
0 To 1= E] 1= R A:666

Dr. Cordero's notice of August 8, 2003, of motion in Bankruptcy Court .......... A:672

a. Dr. Cordero’'s motion of August 8, 2003, for Judge Ninfo to
transfer Pfuntner v. Trustee Gordon et al., no. 02-2230, WBNY,
to the U.S. District Court in Albany, NDNY, and recuse himself .......... A:674

ToEA:150 Part B§S5g Att MacKnight’s request for admissions re inspection at Pfuntner’s warehouse
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I. Statement of facts illustrating a pattern of non-coinciden-
tal, intentional, and coordinated acts of this court and
other court officers from which a reasonable person can

infer their bias and prejudice against Dr. Cordero...............

II. Recusal is required when to a reasonable person
informed of the circumstances the judge’s conduct appears

to lack IMmpartiality ... ...cooiiiiii e

III. To provide for a fair and impartial judicial process, this case
should be removed to the District Court for the Northern

District of New York, held at Albany ..........coooviviiiiiiiin,
IV. Relief SOUQNT ... e e

Judge Ninfo's letter of August 14, 2003, to Dr. Cordero denying
his request to appear by phone, as he had on other occasions, to
argue his motion for the Judge’s recusal and removal of the case,

thus requiring that he travel from NYC to Rochester.................oooiiian....

Dr. Cordero's renotice of August 18, 2003, of motion for recusal
and removal to be heard at the hearing scheduled for October 16,

201

Dr. Cordero’s notice of October 3, 2003, of objections to
hearings and withdrawal of motions except for recusal and removal

111070 ¥ 0] 1A
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Letter of October 6, 2003, Karl S. Essler, attorney for Mr. David
Dworkin and Jefferson Henrietta Associates, to Judge Ninfo

opposing Dr. Cordero’s motion for recusal and removal ......................

Dr. Cordero’s reply of October 11, 2003, to Att. Essler’ letter to
Judge Ninfo, which is in substance a motion but fails to comply with

the formal requirements of a motion of the FRCP....................o.l.

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”; and
making reference to his oral decision read into the record at the

October 16 hearing in Rochester, NY ...

a. Judge Ninfo’s attachment and exhibit

1) Judge Ninfo’s oral decision placed on the record at the

hearing in Pfuntner on October 16, 2003, in Rochester, NY.......

2) Judge Ninfo’s order of July 15, 2003, requiring, among
other things, that Dr. Cordero, who lives in New York City,
participate in a series of “discrete” “discreet” hearings

starting on October 16 in Rochester, NY......ccoooviiiiiiiiiiiainn....

Tbl of Exh of A:# pages of Dr. Cordero’s appeals from Pfuntner, WBNY>WDNY>CA2>SupCt
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3) Bankruptcy Clerk Warren’s notice of entry of October 17,
2003, of Judge Ninfo’s October 16 order denying Dr.

Cordero’s recusal and removal mMotioN.......covveviiiiiiiieiiiienannns

Judge Ninfo’s “Decision and order [of October 16, 2003,] disposing of
causes of action” at the October 16 hearing in Pfuntner v Trustee

Gordon et al. IN ROCHESEEr, NY ..ot e e eaeeaaeen

a. Judge Ninfo’s exhibits
1) Mr. Pfuntner’s summons of September 26, 2002, by Att.

MaCKNIGNT ..

2) Mr. Pfuntner’s interpleader complaint of September 20,

2002 e

3) Bankruptcy Clerk Warren’s notice of entry of October 17, 2003,
of Judge Ninfo’s October 16 order disposing of causes of
action in Pfuntner at the October 16 hearing in Rochester, NY

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,

[ Tod g =T o IO oY {0 =] o 5

a. Clerk Warren’s notice of entry of October 23, 2003, of Judge
Ninfo’s October 23 order scheduling remaining claims in Pfuntner

Judge Ninfo’s “Decision & order [of October 23, 2003,] finding a waiver of a

trial by jury” by Dr. Cordero in Pfuntner ...

a. Clerk Warren’s notice of entry of October 23, 2003, of Judge
Ninfo’s October 23 decision finding a waiver of trial by jury by

(D] G O 0] e [=] o YA

Dr. Cordero’s motion of October 23, 2003, for Judge Ninfo to
provide a more definite statement of which of his oral version of
October 16, 2003, read into the record, or his written version of the
same date is the official version of his “order denying recusal and
removal motions and objection of Richard Cordero to proceeding with any

hearings and a trial on October 16, 2003”7 ... ..o iiieeee e

Judge Ninfo’s order of October 28, 2003, denying in all respects

Dr. Cordero’s motion for a more definite statement .......................

Dr. Cordero’s motion of November 3, 2003, in CA2 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 ...

P> W =1 o] (ST ) O 0] g} (=] ) =

Court of Appeal’s order of November 13, 2003, granting Dr.
Cordero’s motion for leave to file an updating supplement

concerning Judge Ninfo'sS Dias ......ooiiiiiiii e

ToEA:152 Part B§6 Orders & motions concerning J Ninfo’s “discrete discreet” hearing in Pfuntner on 10/16/3
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Judge Ninfo’s letter of November 19, 2003, to CA2 Clerk of Court
Rosemary MacKechnie to submit copies of four of his decisions of
October 16 and 23, 2003, after receiving from an unstated source a
copy of Dr. Cordero’s Motion Information Sheet indicating that
CA2 had granted Dr. Cordero’ motion to file an updating

supplement of evidence of the Judge’s bias .........ccooeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiin. .

a. 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” ............

b. Judge Ninfo’s “Decision and Order of October 16, 2003, Disposing of

Causes of action” in Pfuntner v Trustee Gordonetal.........covvevveveinn....

c. 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”........ccooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e ecceeaeeee

d. Judge Ninfo’s “Decision and Order of October 23, 2003, Finding a

Waiver of @ Trial By JUIy” ... e

7. Dr. Cordero’s request to Bankruptcy Court for docket

documents concerning Trustee Gordon’s liquidation of

Premier and its failure to produce them

Dr. Cordero’s request of January 4, 2004, to Todd Stickle, Deputy
Clerk of Court, WBNY, for copies of certain financial and payment
documents referred to in the docket of In re Premier Van Lines, no.

01-20692 (cf. D:193; Add:1038; ToED:21581I11)) c.ovineiiiiiiiiiiiiii e

Clerk Stickle’s letter of January 28, 2004, to Dr. Cordero stating
the cost of providing copies of some documents and requesting the

docket number of other dOCUIMENTS ...t et eareaaees

Dr. Cordero’s letter of April 13, 2004, to Paul Warren, Clerk of Court,
WBNY, concerning a series of mistakes made by the clerks in entering
on the docket of Pfuntner v. Trustee Gordon et al., no. 02-2230, some
documents filed by Dr. Cordero; and requesting information about the
availability of certain documents referred to in the docket of In re

Premier, NO. 01-20692, WBINY . ...ttt et et et e aaas

Clerk Stickle’s letter of April 16, 2004, to Dr. Cordero indicating the
correction of mistaken entries in the Pfuntner docket and the non-
calendaring of his notice of motion because it will be disposed of by
submission [The reference is to “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), which Judge Ninfo has never disposed Of.]...........cccecvuenen.... A:1011

Dr. Cordero’s letter of April 26, 2004, to Clerk Warren requesting

Tbl of Exh of A:# pages of Dr. Cordero’s appeals from Pfuntner, WBNY>WDNY>CA2>SupCt
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that he enter in the Pfuntner docket letters that he sent to the Court

with certificates of service and, thus, for the purpose of their being filed ....

Clerk of Court Warren’s letter of May 4, 2004, to Dr. Cordero

requesting payment for document search............ccoooiiiiiiiiiiiiiii i

Dr. Cordero’s letter of May 16, 2004, to Clerk Warren stating that
since the agreement between Deputy Clerk Stickle and Dr. Cordero,
of which Clerk Warren was given notice, was only for the
availability of certain documents to be determined and no

mention was ever made of any search fee, no fee is owed...................

Clerk of Court Warren’s letter of May 20, 2004, to Dr. Cordero stating
that the search fee is applicable even if no documents are
requested and making a general reference to the Bankruptcy Fee

(670 ] 0181 o 7= 5T [ 1¥ ] o o PP

Dr. Cordero’s letter of May 22, 2004, to Clerk Warren requesting
that if he knows where the Bankruptcy Fee Compendium provides
authority to charge a search fee, he should cite and apply it to
the facts and reasons which Dr. Cordero set forth in his previous
letter against any such fee being owed; and asking that he file this
and the previous letters as evidence of how the Court’s

administrative personnel OPerates .........cooviiiiii i

COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE SECOND CIRCUIT:
From the appeal to CA2 on April 25, 2003,

to its dismissal for lack of jurisdiction due to the alleged

non-finality of the appealed orders re Trustee Gordon and Palmer,
to the denial of the petition for panel rehearing on October 26, 2004

1. Documents in Dr. Cordero’s appeal that the District Court

failed to transmit to CA2

a. Appeal from District Court to CA2 and dockets of

the Bankruptcy Court in Premier Van Lines and Pfuntner

Dr. Cordero’s notice of appeal of April 22, 2003, to the Court of
Appeals for the Second Circuit from District Judge David Larimer’s

orders in Cordero v. Trustee Gordon and Cordero v. Palmer, WDNY ........

Docket of In re Premier Van Lines, Inc., no. 01-20692, WBNY:

a. as of March 21, 2003 ... ..o e
b. as of September 5, 2003 [updated to May 14, 2006] .................

ToEA:154  Part B§7 Dr. Cordero’s request to Bkr Ct for dkt documents re Tr Gordon & its failure to produce them
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Docket of Pfuntner v. Trustee Gordon et al., adversary proceeding,

no. 02-2230, WBNY:
a. @S OFf May 19, 2003 ...ttt ettt A:445
b. as of September 5, 2003, ... o e A:548
C. AS Of DEecemMbBIEr O, 200 ... ittt ae e eeaaaeenaaas A:865
d. as Of MAy 15, 2006 ... e A:1551

b. Incomplete transmission of documents from District Court to CA2

District Deputy Clerk Ghysel's letter of April 28, 2003, mistakenly
referring to Dr. Cordero’s two appeals, namely Cordero v. Gordon,
no. 03-cv-6021L, and Cordero v. Palmer, no. 03-MBK-6001L, as
both being “Cordero vs Palmer” ... e eeeeeeeeennenas A:467a

Dr. Cordero’s letter of May 5, 2003, to District Clerk Rodney C.
Early stating that a statement sent to him by District Clerk Ghysel on
April 28 refers in its subject line to his two cases in that Court as “Re:
03-cv-6021L — Cordero vs Palmer, 03-MBK-6001 —Cordero vs Palmer”,
which is a mistake since the former, ..6021L, is Cordero vs
Gordon; and asking that he correct the mistake so that it may not
cause problems with his appeal in CAZ.....coii i A:469

Dr. Cordero’s Redesignation of Items in the Record and
Statement of Issues on Appeal of May 5, 2003, based on the
Designation for the appeal from WBNY to WDNY, and prepared for
the appeal from WDNY 0 CAZ ...t eaas A:593

1) Cordero v. Trustee Gordon, dkt. no. 03-cv-6021L, WDNY

District Appeals Deputy Clerk Margaret Ghysel’s letter of May 19,
2003, to Circuit Clerk Roseann MacKechnie transmitting the record
on appeal and docket sheet of Cordero v. Gordon...........ccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinnn, A:456

District Clerk Rodney Early’s certificate by Deputy Ghysel of May
19, 2003, of entries and docket sheet as index to the record on
appeal in Cordero V. Trustee GOrdoON ..........eeiiiiiieiiii i aaeeaaas A:457
Docket of Cordero v. Trustee Gordon:
a. @S Of May 19, 2003 ... ettt ettt A:458
b. as of May 15, 2006 ......coiiiiiiiiiiiii ettt A:1295

2) Cordero v. Palmer, dkt. no. 03-mbk-6001L, WDNY

District Appeals Clerk Margaret Ghysel's letter of May 19, 2003,
to Circuit Clerk Roseann MacKechnie transmitting the record on

Tbl of Exh of A:# pages of Dr. Cordero’s appeals from Pfuntner, WBNY>WDNY>CA2>SupCt ToEA:155
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appeal and docket sheet of Cordero v. Palmer............coooiiiiiiiiiiiiiaan...

District Clerk Rodney Early’s certificate by Deputy Ghysel of May
19, 2003, of docket entries and the docket as index to the record on

Docket of Cordero v. Palmer, 03mbk6001L, WDNY

a. as of May 19, 20083 ... ..t

b. The attempt on May 15 and 16, 2006, to update the Cordero v.
Palmer docket through the District Court’'s website
http://www.nywd.uscourts.gov/, was unsuccessful since the
docket was not returned by querying or searching for a report
on it. (see the “PACER search results” folder="Cor v Palmer
ToEA156”>files in PDF and Word (the latter is likely to have
active links to returned cases) and A:467a, 469, 507, 85581,
8898111, 1329885-7). Where is the docket?

¢. Documents of Dr. Cordero’s appeal missing in CA2

Dockets of In re Premier Van et al., no. 03-5023, CA2:

a. asof May 16, 20038 ... i
b. case summary, as of July 7, 2003 ... i

c. case summary, as of October 8, 2003 ....... ..ot

d. Public docket, printed by the clerks at the CA2 document In-

take Room on March 15, 2004 ...
€. aS Of May 15, 2006 .....uuuniiiiiie ettt ettt

Dr. Cordero’s letter of May 24, 2003, to Circuit Clerk Roseann
MacKechnie stating that in neither the docket that he requested
from the Bankruptcy Court or received unrequested from the
District Court is there any entry for the Redesignation of Items in
the Record and Statement of Issues on Appeal that he submitted to
both courts on May 5, 2003; and submitting a copy of that

Redesignation and Statement ... ......ooiiiiiiii e

a. Dr. Cordero’s Redesignation of Items in the Record and

Statement of Issues on Appeal of May 5, 2003.........ccooiiiiiiiiiiiinn.

Dr. Cordero’s letter of July 17, 2003, to CA2 Deputy Clerk Robert
Rodriguez submitting copies of the two final orders of March 27,
2003, issued by District Judge Larimer that are missing from the
red folder of the Court of Appeals record and that constitute the

basis of his appeal in Premier Van et al., no. 03-5023. ...........cccceeee.....

Letter of Karl S. Essler, attorney for Mr. David Dworkin and Jefferson

...... A:507

Part C§1 Documents in Dr. Cordero’s appeal that the District Court failed to transmit to CA2
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Henrietta Associates, of October 6, 2003, to CA2 Deputy Clerk
Rodriguez, Supervisor of the Pro Se Unit at the Court of Appeals,

requesting that his name be listed on the docket of Premier Van et al. ......... A:612
2. Pleadings in Premier Van et al., CA2

394. Title page of Dr. Cordero’s opening brief of July 9, 2003................cceetns A:1301

a. Tables of Contents of:
Part L. Briel . e A:1304
I1. Table of Headings of the Brief.........oooiiiiiiiiiiiii i A:1304
Part 2. Special ApPendixX (SPA) ... e A:1313
T WG TR Y o 0 Y T |G A:1316

b. Contents of:

Part 1. Text of the Brief. ... ..o 1=A:1317
Part 2. A. Exhibits of the Special AppendiX..........ccoviiieiinnt.. SpA-1=A:1379

B. Table of Contents of Reproduced Text of Authorities

........................................................................ SpA-64i=A:1445

1) Rules of Procedure ..........ccoviiiiiiiiii i A:1448
2) S ATULES .. s A:1467
3) Trustee Manual........c.coeiiiiiiiiii e e A:1471
Part 3. Appendix [in a separate volume and consisting of pages
A-1-429, corresponding substantially to...] ............ A:1-429
395. Trustee Gordon’s answer of August 7, 2003.......coiiiiiiiii e A:1491
396. Title page of Dr. Cordero’s reply of August 25, 2004 ........cccoiiiiiiiiiiiann... A:1511
a. Table Of CONTENTS ...ttt e e A:1513

3. Motions and oral argument in Premier Van et al., CA2

397. Dr. Cordero’s motion of November 3, 2003, to CA2 for leave to
file an updating supplement of evidence of bias in Judge Ninfo’s
denial of Dr. Cordero’s request for a trial by jury ...,

398. CA2’s notice, dated October 22, 2003, but received on November
4, 2003, setting December 11 as the date for oral argument and
stating the time allotted in the case identified as “Short Title: In Re:
Premier Van v. Palmer Docket Number: 03-5023" ... ..o eeeeeeeeeeeas

399. CAZ2’s order of November 13, 2003, granting Dr. Cordero’s motion
for leave to file the updating supplement concerning Judge Ninfo’s

Tbl of Exh of A:# pages of Dr. Cordero’s appeals from Pfuntner, WBNY>WDNY>CA2>SupCt ToEA:157
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bias in denying trial by jury ... .

Judge Ninfo’s letter of November 19, 2003, to CA2 Clerk of Court
Rosemary MacKechnie volunteering copies of four of his decisions of
October 16 and 23, 2003, after receiving from an unstated source a
copy of the Motion Information Sheet indicating that CA2 had
granted Dr. Cordero’ motion to file an updating supplement of
evidence of the Judge’s blas ...

a. 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" .................

b. Judge Ninfo’s “Decision and Order [of October 16, 2003,
Disposing of Causes of action” in Pfuntner v. Trustee Gordon et al. .........

c. 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, RICNAId COrder0 ...t et e et e et et e e e e e eereaaeenn

d Judge Ninfo’'s “Decision and Order [of October 23, 2003,] Finding a
Waiver of @ Trial DY JUIY” ... e e aaees

Trustee Gordon’s request of November 5, 2003, to the Court of
Appeals for leave to waive oral argument; otherwise, to appear by
Y40 L= Jr= 1 gt 16 1'a o 1/=1 i 1 o

a. Trustee Gordon’s video argument request of November 5,

Trustee Gordon’s confirmation of November 20, 2003, to CA2 Clerk
Anna Vargas of the Court’s grant of his request for a waive of oral
= T 18 g 1= o

Dr. Cordero’s outline of his oral argument delivered both orally and
on paper to the members of the CA2 panel on December 11, 2003 ............

a. Table of Main Papers in In re Premier Van et al., no. 03-5023,
CA2, with the numbers of the pages where they appear in Dr.
Cordero’s Appendix (A:#) to his opening brief of July 9, 2003...............

Dr. Cordero’s motion of December 28, 2003, for leave to brief the
issue raised at oral argument by the CA2 panel of CA2’s jurisdiction
to decide the case at bar, namely, In re Premier Van et al, no. 03-5023...........

TR IF= 1 o] (ST o) O 0] (=] 8 ) £

b. Docket of Pfuntner v. Trustee Gordon et al., no. 02-2230,
WBNY, as of December 9, 2003 ... ..o eenns

CA2’ s order of January 26, 2004, granting the motion for leave to
brief the issue of its jurisdiction to decide Premier Van et al. that
it raised at oral argUIMENT. ...t

ToEA:158 Part C§3 Motions and oral argument in Premier Van et al., CA2
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406. CA2’'s summary order of January 26, 2004, dismissing Dr.
Cordero’s appeal for lack of jurisdiction.............ooiiiiiiiiiii i A:876

4. Dr. Cordero’s petition to CA2 for a writ of mandamus to
disqualify Judge Ninfo for bias toward the locals and
disregard for the law, and to transfer Pfuntner to NDNY;
and its denial for alleged non-fulfillment of “the
extraordinary requirements” to issue a writ of mandamus

407. Dr. Cordero’s petition of September 12, 2003, for a writ of

mandamus In re Richard Cordero, dkt. no. 03-3088, CA2, ........c.ccceinenn.n. A:615
[. This Court can and should issue this Writ......... ..o A:616

II. 1SSUES PreSENted .. ....coiii ittt et e eeaaas A:617
Table Of CONTENTS ... et A:618

III. Statement Of TACTS .....coi e e e aaes A:619
IV. Legal standards for determining that the writ should issue .................. A:642
V. Relief SOUQNT ... e A:644
VI. Table of @Xhibits ... e A:645

408. Court of Appeals’ docketing letter of September 16, 2003,
concerning the mandamus petition, docket no. 03-3088........ccccvvvvvviiiiinnn A:647

409. General docket of In re Richard Cordero, no. 03-3088:

a. as of September 18, 2003......coiiiiiiii A:649
b. as of October 29, 2003 ... s A:665a
C. @S Of MaAY 15, 2006 ....uuiiiiii et A:665¢g

410. Dr. Cordero’s return of September 21, 2003, to CA2 of
acknowledgment form with request for correction of mandamus
docket caption and list of respondents to be served ..........ccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiin.. A:652

a. Dr. Cordero’s return of September 21, 2003, to CA2 of

corrected pages of mandamus docket............ccoviiiiiiiiiiiiii i A:655
b. Dr. Cordero’s return of September 21, 2003, to CA2 of
acknowledgment IETLEr ... ..o e A:657

411. Dr. Cordero’s motion of September 30, 2003, for CA2 to take
expedited action before October 10, 2003, on his mandamus
0= 11T o e A:658

412. CAZ2’s letter of October 2, 2003, to Dr. Cordero stating the setting
on the substantive calendar of his mandamus petition and motion
to expedite its determinNation .........oii e eee s A:663
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CA2’s order of October 8, 2003, denying Dr. Cordero’s petition for a
writ of mandamus, by a CA2 panel composed of Chief Judge John M.
Walker, Jr., Judge W.ilfred Feinberg, and Judge Richard J.

(@1 (0 =10 210 1 1=

5. Dr. Cordero’s petition for rehearing of Premier Van
et al. due to the appealed orders’ necessary finality;

motions for CA2 Chief Judge Walker to recuse
himself from its consideration due to his mis-
handling of a judicial misconduct complaint and
toleration of a pattern of wrongdoing by Judge
Ninfo and CA clerks; and the Chief Judge’s belated
and inconsequential recusal on October 13, 2004

Dr. Cordero’s motion of February 7, 2004, for CA2 to extend time
to file a petition for rehearing of his dismissed appeal Premier Van et

al., no. 03-5023, CA2, and to stay the mandate ...................cooooiiiiiiiil.

CA2's grant of February 23, 2004, of Dr. Cordero’s motion to

extend time to file the rehearing petition..............cciiiiiiiiiiieeeaaa,

Dr. Cordero’s motion of March 10, 2004, for CA2 to grant leave to
attach to the petition for a panel rehearing and hearing en banc
some entries of his Appendix, as updated after its submission with

Dr. Cordero’s opening brief in Premier Van et al. ..ot

Dr. Cordero’s petition of March 10, 2004, for CA2 panel rehearing
and hearing en banc of the dismissal of his appeal Premier Van et

A, 03-5023 . .. s

a. Table Of CONTENTS ..o e eaaas
D. Table Of CasSeS. ...
C. Table Of STAtULES ..o e aaas
d. Table of EXNIDITS .. ... e

Dr. Cordero’s motion of March 22, 2004, for CA2 Chief Judge John
M. Walker, Jr., to recuse himself from In re Premier Van et al. and
from considering the pending petition for panel rehearing and hearing

LS T o 7= 1 2
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CA2’s grant of March 23, 2004, of the March 10 motion for leave to
attach some entries of the Appendix to the petition for a panel

rehearing and hearing en banc ...

Dr. Cordero’s motion of April 18, 2004, for leave to update the

....A:883
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March 22 motion for Chief Judge Walker to recuse himself from
In re Premier Van et al., with recent evidence of a tolerated pattern
of disregard for law and rules further calling into question the Chief

Judge’s objectivity and impartiality to judge similar conduct on appeal ......... A:917
A. Table Of CONtENTS ..ottt eeaeeaaeeaaeens A:919
b. Table of EXNIDItS ... s A:938

4) Complaint Form accompanying the judicial misconduct
complaint of March 19, 2004, indicating its statutory basis
as 28 U.S.C. 8372(c), and removed as required by CA2
Deputy Clerk Patricia Chin Allen (cf. entry 8.b, below)................... A:940

5) Letter of Deputy Clerk Allen of March 24, 2004, to Dr.
Cordero refusing for improper form to file his complaint
against Chief Judge WalKer ... A:943

6) Letter of CA2 Clerk of Court Roseann B. MacKechnie of
March 29, 2004, to Dr. Cordero returning his
attachments to each of the five copies of his the complaint
against Chief Judge Walker because they duplicate pages in
the one volume of EXNIDItS ... e A:944

7) Letter of Clerk MacKechnie by Deputy Allen of March 30,
2004, to Dr. Cordero stating that his complaint has been
filed under the docket N0. 04-8510 .....iiiiiiiiiiiiiii e A:945

8) Judicial misconduct complaint of March 19, 2004,
against CA2 Chief Judge Walker

(a) Statement Of FaCts ... e A:946

(b) Complaint Form indicating the statutory basis of the
misconduct complaint as 28 U.S.C. 8351 (cf. entry 4,

() IRRLIE= o1 (=2 f To Tox U g o =1 | = A:954

(11) Dr. Cordero’s Statement of Facts with its page
numbers bearing the format E-# to indicate that
it is an exhibit in support of his complaint under
28 U.S.C. 8372(c)(1) submitted on August 11,
2003, to the CA2 Clerk against Judge Ninfo and
other court officers at WBNY and WDNY............... E-1 [E file]

(12) Dr. Cordero’s two-page letter of August 11,
2003, to CA2 Clerk of Court MacKechnie
setting forth a judicial misconduct complaint
against Bankruptcy Judge John C. Ninfo, I,
WBNY and other court officers at the U.S.
Bankruptcy Court, WBNY, and the U.S. District
Court, WDNY ..t E-55 & A:964

Tbl of Exh of A:# pages of Dr. Cordero’s appeals from Pfuntner, WBNY>WDNY>CA2>SupCt ToEA:161
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(13) Judge Ninfo’s Order of July 15, 2003, in
Pfuntner, requiring, among other things, that
Dr. Cordero, who lives in New York City,
participate in a series of “discrete” “discreet”
hearings in Rochester, NY, in Pfuntner........... E-57 & A:666

(d) 1-25 pages of documents created since the original
complaint against Judge Ninfo of August 11, 2003:

(1) Dr. Cordero’s letter of February 2, 2004, to
Chief Judge Walker inquiring about the status of
his complaint of August 11, 2003, against
Judge Ninfo and providing updating evidence
of the latter's bias ... ... A:966

(2) Deputy Clerk Allen’s letter of September 2,
2003, to Dr. Cordero acknowledging receipt of
his judicial complaint against Judge Ninfo and of
docketing it as N0. 03-8547 ... A:968

(3) Precedent for updating bias evidence: CA2’s
order of November 13, 2003, granting Dr.
Cordero leave to file an updating supplement in
Premier Van et al. of evidence of bias in Judge
Ninfo’s denial of Dr. Cordero’s request for a trial
by jury in Pfuntner v. Trustee Gordon et al., no.

02-2230, WBNY ..t et e anees A:969
(4) Chief Judge Walker's letter of February 4,
2004, by Deputy Clerk Allen stating: “I am

returning your [February 2] documents to you. A
decision has not been made in the above-reference
matter. You will be notified by letter when a decision
has been made” ... A:970

(5) Dr. Cordero’s statement of facts in support of
his complaint against Judge Ninfo and other
court officers at the U.S. Bankruptcy Court,
WBNY, and the U.S. District Court, WDNY, of
August 11, 2003, as reformatted and
resubmitted on August 27, 2003, to meet
Clerk Allen’s filing requirements .........cccciiiiiiiiiiiiiiannnn.. A:971

(6) Clerk MacKechnie’s letter of August 25, 2003,
by Deputy Clerk Allen to Dr. Cordero
acknowledging receipt of his August 11 judicial
complaint against Judge Ninfo but requiring
resubmission with the complaint form
indicating its statutory basis as 28 U.S.C. 8351
and a shorter statement of facts ...l A:976

(7) Notice of Chapter 13 voluntary bankruptcy
petition, docket no. 04-20280, WBNY, filed by

ToEA:162 Part C§5 Dr. Cordero’s petition for rehearing in CA2 and belated recusal by Chief Judge Walker
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David and Mary Ann DelLano, on January 27,
2004, with the date for the meeting of their
creditors and other deadlines.........coovviiiiiiiiiiiiiinnn... A:977

(8) Dr. Cordero’s objections of March 3, 2004, to
confirmation of the plan of debt repayment filed
by the DeLano Debtors.......ccciiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiee e A:979

(9) Dr. Cordero’s Outline of his Oral Argument
delivered on December 11, 2003, orally and in
paper copy to the panel members of the Court of
APPEAIS . e A:984

(i) Table of Main Papers in Dr. Cordero’s
appeal in In re Premier Van et al., no. 03-
5023, CA2, with numbers of pages of the
Appendix (A:#) where they appear..............cc..... A:989

(10) Dr. Cordero’s sample of letters of February 11
and 13, 2004, to CA2 Judge Dennis Jacobs and
to the other members of the Judicial Council of
the Second Circuit describing how with
disregard for law and rules Chief Judge Walker
has handled his misconduct complaint against
Judge Ninfo of August 11, 2003, and returned
Dr. Cordero’s February 2 inquiring and updating
letter addressed to the Chief ... ..., A:990

(i) List of names, addresses, and telephone
numbers of the Justice and judges
members of Judicial Council to whom
Dr. Cordero sent February 11 and 13his

L 1> A:991
c. Title page of the separate volume of documents, titled
“Evidentiary Documents”, accompanying Dr. Cordero’s
complaint of March 19, 2004, against Chief Judge Walker.................... A:992

d. Reformatted title page of the volume of documents, containing
the word “Exhibits”, instead of “Evidentiary Documents”, as
required by Clerk Allen ... o e eeeeaaees A:993

CA2’s order of May 4, 2004, signed by Motions Staff Attorney Arthur
Heller, denying the motion for Chief Judge Walker to recuse
himself from considering Dr. Cordero’s petition for panel rehearing
and hearing en banc of the dismissal of his appeal In re Premier Van
Bl Al., 03-5023, CA 2. ittt ettt A:1041

Amended Order of May 10, 2004, signed by Motions Staff Attorney
Arthur Heller, denying the motion for Chief Judge Walker to
recuse himself from considering Dr. Cordero’s petition for panel
rehearing and hearing €N banC ........ooiiiii i e A:1042

Tbl of Exh of A:# pages of Dr. Cordero’s appeals from Pfuntner, WBNY>WDNY>CA2>SupCt ToEA:163
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Dr. Cordero’s motion of May 15, 2004, for declaratory judgment
that the legal grounds for updating opening and reply appeal briefs
and expanding upon their issues also apply to similar papers under

28 U.S.C. Chapter 16 concerning judicial misconduct complaints..............

F W =1 o] (ST 0 ) O 0] g} (=] )

Dr. Cordero’s motion of May 31, 2004, for Chief Judge Walker,
either to state his arguments for denying the motions that he
disqualify himself from considering the pending petition for panel
rehearing and hearing en banc and from having anything else to do
with In re Premier Van et al., no. 03-5023, or disqualify himself

and failing that for this Court to disqualify the Chief Judge therefrom .........

T IF= 1 o] (<30 ) H O] g | (=10 | ¥
o TN 1= 1 o] (SN0 ) = T4 1 o T 1=

9) Excerpt from the Request of May 31, 2004, that the FBI open an
investigation into the link between the pattern of non-coinci-
dental, intentional, and coordinated disregard for the
law, rules, and facts in the U.S. Bankruptcy and District
Courts for the Western District of New York and the money
generated by the concentration in the hands of individual
trustees of thousands of open cases, including cases

patently undeserving of relief under the Bankruptcy Code..........

(a) Debt repayment plan of January 26, 2004, of the
DelLanos, debtors in bankruptcy under 11 U.S.C.

Chapter 13, in In re DeLano, 04-20280, WBNY ................

(b) DelLanos’ voluntary petition in bankruptcy under 11
U.S.C. Chapter 13, with Schedules A-J and Statement

Of FINaNCial AFFairS ...t e e reaeees

CA2’s order of August 2, 2004, denying Dr. Cordero’s May 15
motion for declaratory judgment that the legal grounds for
updating opening and reply appeal briefs and expanding upon their
issues also apply to similar papers under 28 U.S.C. Chapter 16

containing the judicial misconduct Provisions .........cccovviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiean.

CA2’s order of August 2, 2004, denying Dr. Cordero’s May 31
motion for Chief Judge Walker either to state his arguments for
denying the March 22 and April 18 motions that he disqualify himself
from considering the pending petition for panel rehearing and hearing
en banc and from having anything else to do with this case or
disqualify himself and failing that for this Court to disqualify the

Chief Judge therefrom ... e

CAZ2’'s statement of October 13, 2004, that Chief Judge Walker
recused himself from further consideration of Premier Van et al.,
contained in the CA2’s order denying Dr. Cordero’s motion to quash

Judge NINfo's AUQUST 30 OFder ...ooiiiiiiiiii e

A:1043
A:1046

A:1061
A:1063

A:1080

A:1083

A:1093

A:1095

A:1127

A:1128
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6. Dr. Cordero’s motion to quash Judge Ninfo’s order in
DelLano requiring Dr. Cordero to take discovery of
iIssues in Pfuntner on appeal in CA2 and try them
piecemeal in DelLano so as to enable the Judge to
disallow and dismiss wholesale Dr. Cordero’s claims
in both cases; and denial in CA2

428. Dr. Cordero’s motion of September 9, 2004, to quash the order of
Bankruptcy Judge Ninfo of August 30, 2004, to sever a claim from the
case on appeal In re Premier Van et al., in the Court of Appeals for

the purpose of trying it in In re DeLano in Bankruptcy Court, WBNY........... A:1130°
A. Table Of CONtENTS ..o ettt e e aeaaeeee e A:1133
b. Table of EXNIDITS. ... e A:1148

22) Judge Ninfo’s Interlocutory Order of August 30, 2004,
requiring Dr. Cordero to take discovery of his claim
against Debtor David DelLano arising from the Pfuntner v.
Trustee Gordon et al., docket no. 02-2230, WBNY, on
appeal in the Court of Appeals sub nom. In re Premier et
al., docket no. 03-5023, CA2, to try it in In re DelLano,
docket No. 04-20280, WBNY ... eenans A:1051

23) Dr. Cordero’s letter of August 31, 2004, to Bradley E.
Tyler, Esq., U.S. Attorney in Charge of the U.S. Attorney’s
Office in Rochester, NY, sending back to him the files
that his Assistant U.S. Attorney Richard Resnik had
returned tO Dr. COrderO. ... . e eaas A:1159

(a) Table of files already sent to U.S. Att. Tyler and
updates accompanying Dr. Cordero’s August 31
letter tO MM ... e A:1160

5 The exhibits relating to In re DeLano, docket no. 04-20280, WBNY, were filed by Dr.
Cordero in his appeal Cordero v. DeLano, docket no. 05cv6190L, WDNY. They are
grouped in three sets, namely, the Desighated Items in the Record on Appeal, the
Addendum to it, and the Post-Addendum. While the exhibits have consecutive page
numbers, the sets are identified by a different prefix. i.e. D:#, Add:#, and Pst:#,
respectively.

To them is added the transcript -Tr:#- of the evidentiary hearing before Bankruptcy
Judge Ninfo on March 1, 2005, of the DelLanos’ motion to disallow Dr. Cordero’s claim
against Mr. DeLano arising from Pfuntner, where they are third party plaintiff and
defendant, respectively. The motion was granted; hence, Dr. Cordero’s claim was
disallowed, which in turn led to his appeal to District Court. All these exhibits, like all
those in Pfuntner>Cordero v. Gordon &. Palmer>and Premier, are available digitally on
the accompanying CD. (see Contents of Folders, ToEA:171)

These files can be accessed by clicking on the Attachments tab of this PDF file.

Tbl of Exh of A:# pages of Dr. Cordero’s appeals from Pfuntner, WBNY>WDNY>CA2>SupCt ToEA:165



Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org

(b) Letter of Richard Resnik, Esq., Assistant U.S.
Attorney, of August 24, 2004, to Dr. Cordero
stating that the U.S. Attorney’s Office in Rochester
will not investigate Dr. Cordero’s “allegations of
bankruptcy fraud and judicial misconduct” and
returning to him all the files...........iiriis A:1161

429. Dr. Cordero’s letter of September 27, 2004, to CA2 Clerk of Court
MacKechnie and to the attention of Motions Staff Attorney Arthur
Heller, to urge the Court to either stay Judge Ninfo’s Order of
August 30 or to treat on an emergency basis Dr. Cordero’s motion of
September 9 t0 QUASKH 1T ... e A:1181

430. Dr. Cordero’s letter of September 29, 2004, to the DelLanos’
attorney, Christopher Werner, Esq., requesting production of
documents pursuant to Judge Ninfo’s August 30 order, and without
prejudice to Dr. Cordero’s September 9 motion in CA2 to quash it ............. A:1183

431. Trustee Reiber’s letter of October 1, 2004, to CA2 Heller stating
that he is not aware of any notice of appeal filed in CA2 in connection
with In re DelLano, 04-20280, WBNY, and that he believes that Judge
Ninfo’s bench order, spoken at the DelLano hearing on August 23,
2004, is not appealable because it is not a final order ......................... A:1193

432. 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
and cannot prevent the Trustee from conducting an examination of
the DelLanos by their creditors under 11 U.S.C. 8341 .....ccciiiiiiiiiiiininnnnnn... A:1194

433. CAZ2’s order of October 13, 2004, denying Dr. Cordero’s motion to
quash the August 30 order of Bankruptcy Judge Ninfo; and
statement that Chief Judge Walker recused himself from further
consideration of Premier Van et al., no. 03-5023, CA2.......cciiiiiiiiiienninnanns A:1197

434. 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 August 30
written order, but only the August 23 spoken bench order, and once
more requesting that he hold the 8341 examination of the DelLanos........... A:1199

a. WBNY Clerk Warren’s notice of August 30, 2004, of entry
certifying that a copy of Judge Ninfo’s August 30 order was
sent to all parties to DeLano, no. 04-20280, of whom Trustee
REIDEI 1S 0N et A:1203

b. 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 is part of the
DelLano case and has nothing to do with the appeal Premier Van
et al., NO. 03-5023, CAZ .o et A:1204

ToEA:166  Part C§6 Mtn to quash J Ninfo’s order as an artifice to eliminate Dr. Cordero from Pfuntner & DeLano
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Dr. Cordero’s letter of October 21, 2004, to Trustee Schmitt
requesting that she:

a. disqualify Trustee Reiber from DelLano and investigate him and
his attorney, James Weidman, Esq.;

b. appoint a trustee unrelated to the parties and the Bankruptcy
Court as well as willing and able to investigate this case
zealously and efficiently;

c. otherwise, order Trustee Reiber to hold a 8341 examination of
the DeLanos on November 3 and 4 as requested. .........cccoevviiieeennnnnn.

Trustee Reiber’'s fax of October 27, 2004, to Dr. Cordero
requesting a copy of the order by which Chief Judge Walker
recused himself from Premier Van et al. ........oiiiiiiiiiiiiiii it

Dr. Cordero’s fax of October 28, 2004, to Trustee Reiber providing
Trustee Reiber the requested copy of CA2 Chief Judge Walker’s
recusal from Premier and proposing dates for the Trustee to hold the
examination of the DelLanos in an adjourned meeting of creditors
under 11 U.S.C. 88341 and B4 3 ... .ttt et

a. CA2’s statement of October 13, 2004, that Chief Judge
Walker recused himself from further consideration of Premier
Van et al., contained in the CA2’'s order denying Dr. Cordero’s
motion to quash Judge Ninfo’s August 30 order........cccevviiiiiiiinnnnnn...

7. CA2 denial of the rehearing petition on
October 26, 2004, and of the motion to stay
the mandate on November 8, 2004

CAZ2’s order of October 26, 2004, denying “upon consideration by the
panel that decided the appeal” In re Premier Van et al. [A:876], Dr. Cordero’s
petition for panel rehearing and hearingenbanc ...

Dr. Cordero’s motion of November 2, 2004, for CA2 to stay the
mandate following the CA2’s denial of his motion for panel rehearing
in Premier Van et al. and pending the filing of a petition for a writ
of certiorari in the SUPreme COUIT ... ..o

TN 1= 1 o] (ST ) =74 1 o T

1) Dr. Cordero’s motion of August 14, 2004, in the
Bankruptcy Court, WBNY, for docketing and issue of the
proposed order, removal, referral, examination, and other
relief In re DeLano, NO. 04-20280, .....cuiiiiiiiiiiiiaeeaiaeaaaeeaaaenns

[ TR =1 0] (ST o) O 0] ) 1/=] 8 ) £

1) Dr. Cordero’s proposed order of August 14, 2004, for issue
by Judge Ninfo in In re DeLano, no. 04-20280, WBNY ..................

Tbl of Exh of A:# pages of Dr. Cordero’s appeals from Pfuntner, WBNY>WDNY>CA2>SupCt
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2) Phone bill showing faxes sent by Dr. Cordero to Judge
Ninfo’s fax No. (585)613-4299 . ... A:1262

440. Dr. Cordero’s motion of November 3, 2004, for CA2 to state the
names of the panel members that reviewed his motion for panel
rehearing and hearing en banc (returned unfiled) ..............iianl A:1263

441. Dr. Cordero’s motion of November 8, 2004, for CA2 to report In re
Premier Van et al., no. 03-5023, to the U.S. Attorney General
under 18 U.S.C. 83057(a) for investigation of the evidence of a
bankruptcy fraud scheme (returned unfiled) ..., A:1265

F W =1 o] (ST 0 ) O 0] 0} (=] ) A:1266

442. CAZ2’s order of November 8, 2004, denying Dr. Cordero’s motion to
stay the Mandate ... ... e A:1283

443. CAZ2’'s summary order of November 8, 2004, issuing the mandate
after denial of Dr. Cordero’s rehearing petition...........ccooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinn.. A:1284

D. SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES:
Petition for a writ of certiorari to CA2 on grounds of intentional and
coordinated denial of due process as part of a judicial misconduct and
bankruptcy fraud scheme; denied on March 28, 2005

444. Title page of Dr. Cordero’s petition, no. 04-8371, of January 20,
2005, to the U.S. Supreme Court for a writ of certiorari to CA2............. A:1601

a. Prefatory material

1. QUESTLIONS PreSeNted ..o A:1602
1. LISt OF Parti@S ... e A:1603
iii. Summary of CONtENTS ... A:1603
iv. Index of APPeNdiCEeS. ... ..uiiiii e A:1604
v. Table of Exhibits in the Appendix submitted to CA2 ................... A:1611
vi. Table of Authorities Cited..........ooiiiiiiii e A:1629

vii. Table of Headings of the Petition...............ccoiiiiiiiiiiiiii, A:1633
b. Substantive material

I OpinioNs Below ... SCt.1=A:1635
| RN 10 1 =T o [ o o] o S P A:1635
III. Constitutional and Statutory Provisions Involved....................... A:1636
IV. Statement of the Case ... e A:1637
V. Reasons for Granting The Wt ... A:1649
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VI CONCIUSION ... et A:1674
c. Supporting material
i. Title page of APPENAICES. ... ..o aeee e A:1675
. APPENAICES: oo SCtA.1=A:1677
I. Opinions, orders, findings of fact, and conclusions of law ........ A:1677
Il. Other relevant opinions, orders, findings of fact, and
CONCIUSIONS OF 1AW .. ... e A:1689
I1l. Other material indispensable to understand the
PETITION Lo A:1765
A. Dr. Cordero’s opening brief of July 9, 2003, in In
re Premier Van et al, no. 03-5023, CA2 .....ccvvivriiiiinnnnn. A:1765
B. Judicial Misconduct Complaints under 28 U.S.C.
L1 3 I =Y Y=o A:1927
C. Supreme Court and Judicial Conference statistics.......... A:1963
D. In re DelLano, a bankruptcy petition that provides
insight into a judicial misconduct and bankruptcy
fraud scheme. ... e A:1967
i) WBNY Bankruptcy Court Notice of February
3, 2004, of meeting of creditors.........ccoocieeivinnn... A:2051
ii) Debt repayment plan of January 26, 20041 .......... A:2055
iii) Bankruptcy petition, no. 04-20280, WBNY,
of January 27, 2004, with Schedules A-J.............. A:2057
(a) Statement of Financial Affairs ....................... A:2077
(b) Verification of Creditor MatrixX ....................... A:2085
(c) Listof Creditors.....ovviiiiii e A:2086
E. Request to the U.S. Attorneys in Buffalo and
Rochester Offices for an investigation of
bankruptcy fraud...........cooiiiiiii e A:2127
F. Request for a judicial report under 18 U.S.C.
83057(a) to the U.S. Attorney General of evidence
of bankruptey fraud ... ... A:2187
Dr. Cordero’s letter of January 21, 2005, to Paul D. Clement, Esq.,
Acting Solicitor General of the United States, to serve on him a copy
of Dr. Cordero’s petition and request that he support it, and to
request that he bring the matter of the judicial misconduct in support
of a bankruptcy fraud scheme and its handling by U.S. Attorney
Michael Battle, WDNY, to the attention of the General Attorney .............. A:2215
Supreme Court notice of January 27, 2005, to Dr. Cordero of the
filing of Cordero v. Trustee Gordon et al., on January 21, 2005, and
Tbl of Exh of A:# pages of Dr. Cordero’s appeals from Pfuntner, WBNY>WDNY>CA2>SupCt ToEA:169
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doCKeted S NO. O4-8 37 L ...t e e e et e e e e et A:2216

a. Supreme Court form for petitioner to notify opposing counsel of
the docketing of the petition for a writ of certiorari ................cccooeuee. A:2217

b. Supreme Court form for respondent to notify its waiver of the
right to file a response to the petition for a writ of certiorari............... A:2218

Dr. Cordero’s notice of February 2, 2005, to the parties of the
Supreme Court docketing of his petition for writ of certiorari and of
their option to waive their right to file a response............ccooiiiiiieeeen. ... A:2219

Dr. Cordero’s letter of February 6, 2005, to U.S. Acting Solicitor
General Clement to inform him of the unpreparedness and lack of
knowledge of Larry Walquast, Esq., trial attorney at the Executive
Office of the United States Trustees, who called at Mr. Clement’s
instigation, to tell Dr. Cordero that the Department of Justice does not
investigate “judicial fraud” and to refer him to the Administrative Office
of the United States Courts, which does so, according to Mr. Walquast......... A:2221

Letter of February 16, 2005, of Lawrence A. Friedman, Director of
the Executive Office of the United States Trustees (EOUST), to Dr.
Cordero:

a. stating in response to his January 21 correspondence to the
Acting Solicitor General that EOUST neither found bankruptcy
fraud based on the evidence that Dr. Cordero presented nor
has jurisdiction over the conduct of judges and

b. advising Dr. Cordero that if he believes to be in possession of
evidence of judicial misconduct, he may contact the
Administrative Office of the United States Courts or the FBI .......... A:2223

Respondent Pfuntner’s waiver, by Louis A. Ryen, of February 18,
2005, of his right to file a response in the U.S. Supreme Court to
Dr. Cordero’s petition for a writ of certiorari in Cordero v. Trustee
LT 0T e (0] o 1= A= | A:2224

Acting Solicitor General Clement’s waiver of February 24, 2005, of
right to file a response to Cordero v. Trustee Gordonetal. ....................... A:2226

Supreme Court order of March 28, 2005, denying Dr. Cordero’s
petition for writ of certiorari in Cordero v. Trustee Gordon et al. .............. A:2228

Docket of Cordero v. Trustee Gordon et al., no. 04-8371, U.S.
Supreme Court, as of March 30, 2005 .......coiiiiiiiiii e A:2229

-500. reserved

Dated:  August 1, 2006

59 Crescent Street.
Brooklyn, NY 11208-1515
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Tables of Exhibits of D:, Add:, and Pst:# pages

consisting of the following subtables:

I. Designated Items by Appellant Dr. Richard Cordero
on April 18, 2005, pursuant to FRBkrP 8006,
and contained in the record of
In re David & Mary Ann DeLano,
no. 04-20280, WBNY .....cccceieeinrinrcnninccnnnns pages D:1-D:508g...... ToED:201
D:1; D:103; D:203; D:301; D:425

II. Addendum to the Designated Items and accom-
panying Dr. Cordero’s appellate brief of
December 21, 2005, in Cordero v. DeLano,
OScv6190L, WDNY ...cceoitiiniinncinrinncnccnccnncnns pages Add:509-1155.. toeD:221
Add:509; Add:711; Add: 911

III. Post-Addendum including the exhibits accom
panying Dr. Cordero’s reply brief of February
8, 2006, and other exhibits since............... pages Pst:1171-1423 . toeD:251
Pst:1171

as of August 1, 2006

by
Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq.

Table of Contents

I. Mr. DeLano, a 39 year banking veteran, and his wife filed a
petition for bankruptcy, where they named Dr. Cordero among
their creditors and treated him as such for six months after he
requested documents in support of their incongruous declara-
tions, e.g. that they had only $535 in cash and on account yet
had earned $294,470 in the preceding 3 years, but the Trustee
tried to protect them from having to produce such documents,
thus violating his duty to ascertain their financial affairs................... ToED:204

II. On the basis of their petition and the few documents that they
produced, Dr. Cordero showed that the DeLanos had concealed
assets, whereupon their attorney, who had appeared before
Bankruptcy Judge Ninfo in over 500 cases, came up with the
artifice of a motion to disallow his claim by pretending that

Tbl of Exh of Dr. Cordero’s D:, Add:, & Pst:# pages in DeLano, WBNY, & Cordero v. DeLano, WDNY ToED:201



Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org

after all he was not a creditor; the Judge required Dr. Cordero
to engage in discovery and present the evidence of his claim
only for the Judge and the DelLanos to deny him every single
document that he requested, which was followed by the
predetermined disallowance of his claim at a sham evidentiary
hearing, thus stripping him of his right as a creditor to request
documents that could prove their participation in a bankruptcy

TraUud SCREIMIE ..o e

III. After the trustee and his supervising U.S. trustees attempted

for 11 months to prevent Dr. Cordero from exercising his right
to examine the DeLanos under oath, finally they allowed him to
do so at a meeting, at which he discovered the DeLanos’
suspicious series of mortgages, which even the incomplete
documents that they produced allowed him to show that since
1975 they received $382,187 to buy their home, yet in 2005,
30 years later, they still lived in the same home but owed
$77,084 and had equity of merely $21,415; but the trustees
refused to ask the DeLanos to account for that money and

stopped responding to Dr. Cordero’s letters ...........cooeveiiiinann..

IV.After Bankruptcy Judge Ninfo disallowed at a sham evidentiary

V.

VL

hearing Dr. Cordero’s claim against Mr. DeLano, whose
testimony had corroborated it, District Judge Larimer ordered
Dr. Cordero to file his appellate brief before the transcript, with
its incriminating evidence of bias and unlawfulness, had even
been started to be prepared, let alone its docketing by the
court effected as required, whereby he protected his peer and

the DeLanos by violating FRBkrP 8006 and 8007 ............c...........

The court reporter that recorded stenographically the sham
evidentiary hearing refused to certify that her transcript would
be accurate, complete, and tamper-free, and Dr. Cordero
requested Judge Larimer that she be replaced and reported for
investigation, but he refused to do so and ordered Dr. Cordero
to obtain the transcript from that reporter anyway, thus
disregarding the doubt that she had cast on its reliability and

its detrimental impact on the integrity of the appeal process........

Dr. Cordero showed on the basis of Trustee Reiber’s “report”
that he had conducted no investigation of the DeLanos at all
and requested that Judges Larimer and Ninfo order the
production of documents, such as those of their mortgages and
the transcript that the Trustee had a private reporter prepare
of the meeting at which Dr. Cordero had examined the
DeLanos, that would show that the DeLanos had procured

...... ToED:210

...... ToED:215

ToEAdd:222

ToEAdd:229

ToED:202 Table of Contents of D:, Add:, & Pst:# pages in DeLano, WBNY, & Cordero v. DeLano, WDNY
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through fraud the confirmation of their plan of debt repayment,
but both Judges refused to ask for a single document, not to
mention revoke the confirmation ..............oooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii ToEAdd:231

Judge Larimer denied production of every single document
requested by Dr. Cordero from the DeLanos or the trustees, for
they could prove their support of a bankruptcy fraud scheme;
and further protected them and Judge Ninfo by refusing to
post on the Court’s electronic case management system even
the transcript or a single exhibit provided by Dr. Cordero both
on a CD and in hardcopy with his appellate brief, thereby
preventing them from being available publicly through PACERZ....... ToEPst:251

kkkkkkkkkkkkhkkhkhkkkhkhkkhkkkkhkhkkkkkhkhkkkkikkxkk

1.The procedural and financial documents in DeLano have been listed in tables D:#,
Add:#, and Pst:# chronologically since they all reinforce each other in revealing the
same pattern of conduct of the DelLanos, their attorneys, the trustees, and the judges,
namely, an intentional and coordinated effort to prevent Dr. Cordero from obtaining
from the DelLanos documents concerning their financial affairs, even those as obviously
pertinent to ascertaining the merits of any bankruptcy petition as bank account
statements, for they would show that these parties and officers have all known and
tolerated the DelLanos' concealment of assets as part of a bankruptcy fraud scheme
supported by all of them.

Hence, the headings only highlight the main objective of their effort at a particular
point in time during the development of the case. Documents leading up to or tapering
off from the objective indicated by a heading may be found under previous or
subsequent headings. The documents themselves, particularly those of Dr. Cordero,
which have many references to previous documents or point to a possible future course
of action requested as relief, will indicate whether related documents may be under
previous headings and whether further developments of an objective or course of
action still being pursued are likely to be treated in documents listed under subsequent
headings.

2Judge Larimer’s refusal to post the transcript or the exhibits and the glaring mistakes of
fact that he made in his order of denial are discussed at C:1307145-51.

Tbl of Exh of Dr. Cordero’s D:, Add:, & Pst:# pages in DeLano, WBNY, & Cordero v. DeLano, WDNY ToED:203
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I. Table of Exhibits of D:# pages

of the Designated items in In re DeLano
D:1; D:103; D:203; D:301; D:425

Mr. DeLano, a 39 year banking veteran, and his wife filed a petition
for bankruptcy, where they named Dr. Cordero among their
creditors and treated him as such for six months after he requested
documents in support of their incongruous declarations, e.g. that
they had only $535 in cash and on account yet had earned
$294,470 in the preceding 3 years, but the Trustee tried to protect
them from having to produce such documents, thus violating his
duty to ascertain their financial affairs

(emphasis is added unless emphasis in the original is stated)

Dr. Richard Cordero’s Notice of Appeal of April 9, 2005 .......c.occcvveevrccnecnnucnnnnen D:1

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 .......ccccooiviniininencnenene D:3

Notice of Chapter 13 Bankruptcy Case, Meeting of Creditors, Deadlines................... D:23

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
a) Statement of Financial AffairS .......c..cccocveoiveirncrinieinncrcececeneeceeeeen D:47
b) Verification of Creditor MatriX .......cccocevevrirenieininicinenceesceeeeseeeesees D:55

Chapter 13 Plan of Debt Repayment of January 26, 2004 ...............ccccccvvviincinnnene. D:59

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

Bankruptcy Court’s Order of February 9, 2004, to Debtor to Pay

TIUSTEE ...t D:62

Dr. Richard Cordero’s Objection of March 4, 2004, to Confirmation of

the DeLanos” Chapter 13 Plan of Debt Repayment............ccccoceoeniiiiiiiniinncnnnne. D:63

Creditors” Appearances for §341 Meeting form showing Dr. Cordero’s
sole appearance for the DeLanos” meeting on March 8, 2004 ..............cccccccveinnnee. D:68

ToED:204  §I. DeLanos filed incongruous bkr petition & trustee helped them avoid producing supporting documents
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Proceeding Memo-Chapter 13 341A meeting of Creditors on March 8,
2004, adjourning the meeting to April 26, 2004 ............cccoevirivniiinnecncireccrene D:69

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 In re DeLano, no. 04-20280, WBNY,
should continue to be handled by Chapter 13 Trustee George Reiber.................... D:70

Claims register as of March 14, 2004 ........c.ccooeereoineinneineinecreeeeeee e D:71

Trustee Reiber’s letter of March 12, 2004: see entries at pages 112, 151,
and 159, infra

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 ......ccccueveioeeeeeeeeeeee et e e eee e e e D:73

Trustee Reiber’s letter of March 24, 2004 to Dr. Cordero accompanying
a copy of Att. Werner’s March 19 letter to him (D:73) and asking Dr.

Cordero for dates for the eXamINation ..........oeeeeeeeeeeee e e e e e e e e e eeeeaens D:74
Dr. Cordero’s Objection of March 29, 2004, to the DeLanos” Claim of
EX@MIPLIONS ..ottt D:75

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 ..........couiiiiiiiiiie s D:77

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 in Bankruptcy Court in Rochester, WBNY,
which “Local Practice” the officer presiding over In re DeLano, no. 04-
20280, WBNY, namely, 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; Judge Ninfo has never

disposed of this MOtION .........ccoveiviiiiiiiiicie e D:97
Trustee Reiber’s letter of April 1, 2004, to Dr. Cordero asking him for
dates when to hold the §341 hearing............cccccooiiiiiniiiiiiicas D:103
Dr. Cordero’s letter of April 3, 2004, to Region 2 Trustee Martini
accompanying the March 30 Memorandum (D:77) ... D:104

Bankruptcy Court’s Case Administrator Paula Finucane’s Deficiency
Notice of April 9, 2004, to Dr. Cordero...........cccevevevieenenieinenciriniceeeeseeeesneneee D:105

Tbl of Exh of D:# pages of Dr. Cordero’s Designated items in DeLano, 04-20280, WBNY ToED:205



522.

523.

524.

525.

526.

527.

ToED:206

Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org

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

a) Dr. Cordero’s Objection of March 29, 2004, to a Claim of

EX@MPIONS ..ottt

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 ..o

¢) 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) 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 ............ccccoeciviinniiniininccineens

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............................

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 ............ccccocciniiniiciniiniiccc

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...........ccccccceiiniiiiiiniiiicccce,

Deputy Stickle’s letter of April 16, 2004, to Dr. Cordero stating that the
deficiency notice (D:105) 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:97).......................

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

TNE DICLLATIOS ..ot e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e eaeee e e e e e e e aaeens
Att. Werner’s cover letter April 16, 2004, to the Bankruptcy Court..................

§I. DeLanos filed incongruous bkr petition & trustee helped them avoid producing supporting documents
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a) “Debtors’ statement in opposition to Cordero [sic] objection to
claim of exemptions” of April 16, 2004, stating, among other things,
that

“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)

YEAIS” (D:i23-60) oo

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 pretense

at investigating them ...

Trustee Reiber’s letter of April 20, 2004, sending Dr. Cordero a copy of
the Trustee’s letter of March 24 to Mr. Werner (D:74) and the latter’s
reply of March 19 (D:73), 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 ......ccoeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeaannn.

Trustee Reiber’s statement to the court of April 22, 2004, that §341
hearing in In re DeLano, no. 04-20280, WBNY, is being adjourned and

that he will set a new date at Court on April 26, 2004...........ccccovcenenecnennennn

Dr. Cordero’s letter of April 23, 2004, to Trustee Reiber stating that the
letters (D:73, 74) that he sent with his April 20 letter to Dr. Cordero
(D:122) 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 docu-

ments of the DeLanos was so deficient and requesting that he correct it........

Dr. Cordero’s reply of April 25, 2004, to Debtors’ statement in

opposition to Dr. Cordero’s objection to a claim of exemptions.......................

Dr. Cordero’s letter of April 26, 2004, to Trustee Martini requesting
that she respond to his Memorandum of March 30 (D:77) and asking
again that Trustee Reiber be removed and a trustee unrelated to the

parties and willing to investigate the DeLanos be appointed............................

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

Tbl of Exh of D:# pages of Dr. Cordero’s Designated items in DeLano, 04-20280, WBNY
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that he wants to hold and that he sent Dr. Cordero copies of letters
between Att. Werner and the Trustee .........cccceeveiiinineinniccceeccees D:138

535. 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 In re DeLano, no. 04-
20280, WBNY, Trustee Reiber, who is required to carefully scrutinize
10 QTSI Tel g <Te A U1 LT O PRRRRR D:139

536. 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 ......c.coviviuiiiiiiiiiiicic e D:141

537. 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............ccccccociiiiiiinininiiiicccce e, D:144

538. 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............ccccccociiiiiiiiiiiniiiiicccces D:147

539. 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” (emphasis added) .........c.cccccccvrveuennece. D:151
540. 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:120).............. D:153

541. 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
(D:155), 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 PETSONS......c.cceuerirueireriririeirieireceeectreere e D:154

542. 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

ToED:208  §I. DeLanos filed incongruous bkr petition & trustee helped them avoid producing supporting documents
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have sent and that she refer the case to the FBI and relinquish control of

543. Dr. Cordero’s letter of May 23, 2004, to Att. Werner requesting, on the
basis of Trustee Reiber’s letter of March 12 (D:151), financial documents

FTOIN HNE DILLATIOS .o e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e eeeaaeas

544. 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

1SSUETS WIth thelt AddreSSeS ... coooo i eeeeeeeeeeaas

545. Dr. Cordero’s letter of June 8, 2004, to Trustee Reiber requesting that
he obtain requested documents from the DelLanos, state whether the
meeting adjourned to June 21 will be held, and recuse himself from the

546. 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 dOCUMENLS ........ccoceiviiiiiiiiiniiiiiccceees

547. Trustee Reiber’'s motion of June 15, 2004, to dismiss the DelLanos’
Chapter 13 petition “for unreasonable delay” in producing documents,

noticed for July 19, 2004(see 11 U.S.C. §1307)....c.ccuiiiinniiciiiiiiccceeecceee

548. 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:.........c.cocovererirerennee.

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, I3 ..o

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........ccccoiiiiinniiiiccceceeeeee

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 ................ccccccceeee.

d) IRS 1040 forms for the DeLanos’ tax returns for each of the 2001-03

FISCAL FEATS ...

549. 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

Tbl of Exh of D:# pages of Dr. Cordero’s Designated items in DeLano, 04-20280, WBNY

....... D:165
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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 £0 DT COTARTO ..ttt D:189

550. 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

| D<) 1= g Lo 1= TSP D:191
551. Trustee Reiber’s adjournment on June 21, 2004, of the DeLanos” §341
meeting of creditors to August 23, 2004............ccccoveiniiiineiiniiincee D:192

II. On the basis of their petition and the few documents that they
produced, Dr. Cordero showed that the DeLanos had concealed
assets, whereupon their attorney, who had appeared before
Bankruptcy Judge Ninfo in over 500 cases, came up with the
artifice of a motion to disallow his claim by pretending that after
all he was not a creditor; the Judge required Dr. Cordero to engage
in discovery and present the evidence of his claim only for the
Judge and the DeLanos to deny him every single document that he
requested, which was followed by the predetermined disallowance
of his claim at a sham evidentiary hearing, thus stripping him of
his right as a creditor to request documents that could prove their
participation in a bankruptcy fraud scheme

552. Dr. Cordero’s Statement of July 9, 2004, in opposition to Trustee
Reiber’s motion to dismiss the DeLano petition on grounds that the
DeLanos have committed bankruptcy fraud, particularly concealment
of assets, and containing in the relief the text of a requested order for
them to produce documents to establish their financial affairs..............ccccccceeeee. D:193

553. 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 ...........ccccccoevrriiiiiininicciinneeeereeenenes D:203

554. 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

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

ToeD:210  §I. DeLanos filed incongruous bkr petition & trustee helped them avoid producing supporting documents
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Dr. Cordero’s letter of July 19, 2004, faxed to Judge Ninfo as agreed at
the hearing on July 19 together with his:........cccccoiviniinniiniiccee D:207

a) Proposed order for production of documents by the DeLanos and
Att. Werner, obtained through conversion of the requested order
(D:199931) contained in Dr. Cordero’s July 9Statement (D:193)....................... D:208

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 COUN” .........cccvieeiieeeiiieeeeeeee e D:211

Att. Werner’s letter of July 20, 2004, to Dr. Cordero accompanying the
fOllOWING AOCUMENES: ........cuiiiiiiiiiciiece e D:212

a) Att. Werner’s subpoena of July 19, 2004, sent by mail or fax to:
1) Chase Manhattan, c/o eCast Settlement: 4102-0082-4002-1537............. D:213

b) Copy of Dr. Cordero’s proposed order of July 19, 2004, for
production of documents, bearing Att. Werner’'s scribbles and
cross-outs [cf. Add:937-939] ......cooiiiiieeeeeeeeeee e D:214

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,

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 e D:218

Judge Ninfo’s order of July 26, 2004, providing for production by the
DeLanos of only some documents but not issuing Dr. Cordero’s
proposed order (D:208) because “to [it], Attorney Werner expressed

concerns in a July 20, 2004 letter” [D:211].....ccovureeiieeeireeeereeeereeeereeeeereeeeeeeereeeeaeeeeareees D:220

Att. Werner’s letter of July 28, 2004, to Trustee Reiber ...........ccccccoeviinineinenennne. D:222
a) Letter of Discover Financial Services of July 23, 2004, to Att.

Werner accompanying requested documents...............ccccocovvvricciinncccnnene. D:223

Att. Werner's letter of August 5, 2004, to Trustee Reiber accompanying
the submission of credit reports issued by Equifax, Experian, and

a) Bank One’s Letter of July 29, 2004, to Att. Werner accompanying
the requested dOCUMENLS.........c.ccciviiiiiiriiiniiiiicec e, D:225

Att. Werner's letter of August 11, 2004, to Trustee Reiber about eCAST
Settlement Corporation regarding the Chase Manhattan account
STAtEMENTS ... D:227

Tbl of Exh of D:# pages of Dr. Cordero’s Designated items in DeLano, 04-20280, WBNY ToED:211
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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...............ccocecvvieeninennrcinieennnee. D:228

Att. Werner's letter of August 13, 2004, to Trustee Reiber submitting
statements of accoOUNt Of BanKk ONe.........oooovoeiiiiieieeeeeeee e eeeee e e D:229

a) Letter from Jennifer Jones-Kabalo, Operations Supervisor at
Weinstein, Treiger & Riley law firm, of August 12, 2004,
concerning its request to its client Bank One for statements for
EWO QCCOUNES ...ttt sttt et D:230

Dr. Cordero’s motion of August 14, 2004, in Bankruptcy Court for
docketing and issue of proposed order, transfer, referral, examination,
and other relief, noticed for August 23 and 25, 2004 ............ccccoviiiiinniiiiiiinnnnns D:231

a) Proposed order for docketing and issue of proposed order,
transfer, referral, and eXamINAtiON .......c.vveeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee et e e eeeee e D:246

Dr. Cordero’s reply of August 17, 2004, in opposition to the DeLano
Debtors’ objection to his claim and motion to disallow it.................ccccoeiiine. D:249

Dr. Cordero’s motion of August 20, 2004, for sanctions and compensa-
tion for violation of FRBkrP Rule 9011(b) concerning Christopher
Werner, Esq., the DeLanos” attorney (cf. TOEA:14888e-f) ..........ccccccovviiciiiininincnnnee. D:258

Att. Werner’s “Response to Cordero Reply to Objection to Claim” .........c..cccuveevveeveennen. D:271

Judge Ninfo’s Interlocutory Order of August 30, 2004, requiring Dr.
Cordero to take discovery of his claim against Mr. DeLano [though
arising from Pfuntner v. Trustee Gordon et al., no. 02-2230, WBNY, and
thus, on appeal in the Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit in In re
Premier Van et al., no. 03-5023]; suspending all other proceedings until
the DeLanos” motion to disallow [D:218] Dr. Cordero’s claim [D:142] is
finally determined; and stating that on December 15 the date will be set
for any evidence supporting that claim to be presented at an
evidentiary Rearing ..o D:272

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
Att. Werner's letter of September 9, 2004, to Trustee Reiber
accompanying statements of accounts from Chase Manhattan Bank..................... D:281

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) ........cccccvnueneeee. D:283

ToED:212 §II. Dr. Cordero showed DeLanos concealed assets, so J Ninfo eliminated him from case to protect them
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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 Premier Van et al., no. 03-5023, CA2, on appeal in that

Court to try it in In re DeLano, no. 04-20280, WBNY, before Judge Ninfo .......

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 (D:273) until the

Trustee INSTIUCES NI t0 O SO wnnneeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee e e e e e e

Dr. Cordero’s letter of September 29, 2004, to Att. Werner requesting
production of documents pursuant to Judge Ninfo’s August 30 order
and without prejudice to Dr. Cordero’s September 9 motion to quash it

in the Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit (D:440)......cc.ccccovevinecineennnene.

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 1eSOIVEd ..........eeeeee e

Trustee Reiber’s letter of October 1, 2004, to Mr. Arthur Heller, clerk at
the Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit, referring to Dr. Cordero’s
September 27 letter to Mr. Heller (D:285) and stating that he is not
aware of any notice of appeal in that Court concerning In re DeLano
[thus betraying his failure to understand that the appeal concerned by

the September 27 letter was that of Premier Van et al., no. 03-5023, CA2].......

Dr. Cordero’s letter of October 12, 2004, to Trustee Reiber setting out
the factual and legal reasons why Judge Ninfo’s August 30 order
(D:272) does not prevent the Trustee from conducting a §341

exXamINAION Of the DELanOS . ..uueeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee e e e e e e

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 (D272) and that the latter has nothing to do with the appeal of

the Premier case to the Court of Appeals ..o

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 August 30 written order (D:272) and

requesting him again to hold the §341 examination of the DeLanos ...............

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........ccc.uevviveiiiiiceiiiiieeeieeeeeeee e

Trustee Reiber’s letter of October 27, 2004, to Dr. Cordero requesting a
copy of the order by which Chief Judge John M. Walker, Jr., of the

Tbl of Exh of D:# pages of Dr. Cordero’s Designated items in DeLano, 04-20280, WBNY
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Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit recused himself from Premier
Van et al., N10. 03-5023, C A2 .. e e e e e e e et eee e e e e e e e s s eaaaaeaeens D:308

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 ........cccoovuviiiiiiiiiieeeeeeeee ettt D:309

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

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 .......ccccouviiiiiiininiiiiininiiccccceeeeeeeas D:311
a) statement of October 13, 2004, that Chief Judge Walker’s recused
himself from Premier Van et al., N0. 03-5023, CA2 ...cneeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeenne D:312

Att. Werner's letter of October 28, 2004, to Dr. Cordero stating that the
latter’s discovery demands (D:287) are largely irrelevant to his alleged
claim against Mr. DeLano, that Mr. DeLano objects thereto, and that the
DeLanos object to the demand for discovery of their finances...............ccccceeee D:313

a) Response to discovery demand of Richard Cordero-Objection to
Claim of Richard Cordero, denying as not relevant all
documents requested and stating that the item concerning Mr.
Palmer is not in Mr. DeLano’s possession.............ccccoeeveveenenieencneencnnenne D:314

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 ............ccc.cccveevunennn... D:316

Dr. Cordero’s motion of November 4, 2004, to enforce Judge Ninfo’s
August 30 Order (D:272) by directing Mr. DelLano to produce the
requested documents (D:287) and declaring that the Order does not and
cannot prevent Trustee Reiber from holding a §341 examination of the
DELANOS ...ttt s D:317

Att. Werner's statement of November 9, 2004, to Judge Ninfo on behalf
of the DelLanos” “opposition to Cordero motion [sic] regarding discovery”
and request that it be denied in all respects ............cccoeviviiiiniiniinncincieceee D:325

Judge Ninfo’s Order of November 10, 2004, denying all of Dr.
Cordero’s requests for discovery from Mr. DeLano [D:287, 317 | and
holding the hearing of Dr. Cordero’s November 4 motion, noticed for
November 17 (D:317), t0 D€ TNOOL ....c..cvruirieieiiniiicieiricieereecrerc e D:327

ToED:214 §II. Dr. Cordero showed DeLanos concealed assets, so J Ninfo eliminated him from case to protect them
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Dr. Cordero’s letter of November 14, 2004, to Trustee Martini
requesting that she send him the letter that she said on their phone
conversation on November 1 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:272) [never replied to] ........cccccconiiiiinniicinccae,

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.............ccoccoeciriririiiinineee e

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

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 ..............

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 ..........ccocooiiiiiiiee

b) NYS Department of Motor Vehicles Notice of Recorded Lien,
091201, by Summit Acceptance Corporation on a 1998 Chevrolet of

J DA Ta o B <) =1 o Lo NPT

c) Retail Installment Contract and Security Agreement of June 19,
2001, between Auto Solutions and David DeLano for the purchase

Of @ 1998 CHEeVIOLEt BIAZET ....eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee e e e ee e e

Tbl of Exh of D:# pages of Dr. Cordero’s Designated items in DeLano, 04-20280, WBNY

After the trustee and his supervising U.S. trustees attempted for
11 months to prevent Dr. Cordero from exercising his right to
examine the DeLanos under oath, finally they allowed him to do so
at a meeting, at which he discovered the DeLanos’ suspicious
series of mortgages, which even the incomplete documents that
they produced allowed him to show that since 1975 they received
$382,187 to buy their home, yet in 2005, 30 years later, they still
lived in the same home but owed $77,084 and had equity of
merely $21,415; but the trustees refused to ask the DeLanos to
account for that money and stopped responding to Dr. Cordero’s
letters

ToED:215
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d) Proof of Claim entered on March 8, 2004, by Erich M. Ramsey for
Capital One Auto FINANCE .........ccooueveivieiniiiiiicicicccceeeee e D:340

596. 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

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,

INEW YOTK oottt ettt e ettt e e e et e e s e eaaeeesesaaseesssasaeesssnaeessnnns D:344
c) “#12,802 Abstract of Title to Part Lot 45 Township 13, Range 4, East

Side Shoecraft Road, TOWN Of PENFIEIA" .......coe e e e e e aeaaes D:345
d) “33516 Abstract to Lot #9 Roman Crescent Subdivision™...........ccccceeevveeeieeecrveennneen. D:347
e) “Mortgage Closing Statement April 23, 1999, 1262 Shoecraft Road,

Town of Penfield $9O5,0007...... .. e D:351

f) “U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development Optional for
Transactions WIthoUt SEIIErs” .........cc.eeieriirierienieeeieseee ettt D:353

597. Dr. Cordero’s motion of February 17, 2005, to request that Judge Ninfo
recuse himself under 28 U.S.C. §455(a) from DeLano and Pfuntner due
to his lack of impartiality ..o D:355

a) Dr. Cordero's motion of August 8, 2003, for Judge Ninfo to transfer
Pfuntner v. Trustee Gordon et al., no. 02-2230, WBNY, to the U.S.
District Court in Albany, NDNY, and recuse himself due to bias.................. D:385

b) Dr. Cordero’s motion of November 3, 2003, in the Court of
Appeals for the Second Circuit for leave to file an updating
supplement of evidence of bias in Judge Ninfo’s denial of Dr.
Cordero’s request for a trial by Jury ..., D:425

c¢) Dr. Cordero’s motion of September 9, 2004, in CA2 to quash the
order of WBNY Judge Ninfo of August 30, 2004, that severs a
claim from his appeal In re Premier Van et al.,, no. 03-5023, CA2, so
that the Judge can decide it in In re DeLano, no. 04-20280, WBNY,
thus making a mockery of the appeal process ...........ccccoveiviiininiiniine. D:440

598. 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 previously 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 .............ccccccoveuciccinnnnes D:461

ToeD:216  §III. Dr. Cordero showed incongruous mortgages/equity; trustees refused to ask for money’s whereabouts
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604.
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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 @Sl .........eeeeeeeiieeeeeeeeeeee e

Trustee Reiber’s letter of February 24, 2005, to Att. Werner requesting
information about the mortgage to Columbia Bank (D:350) that later
on ended up with the government ~-HUD, Housing and Urban Devel-

opment (D:353)- but that is not recorded as having been discharged.............

Dr. Cordero’s letter of March 1, 2005, to Trustee Schmitt serving on her
a copy of his February 22 letter to Trustee Reiber (D:461), 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 its requests and

inform Dr. Cordero thereof in writing [never replied to] ..........cccccccoevrccncne.

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 DelLanos at
Trustee Reiber’s office on February 1, 2005, and requesting an answer

to the letter of March 1, 2005 (D:470) [never replied to] ......ccccceeevirevincininnene.

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:469) ...

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
March 10 letter to Trustee Reiber (D:472) and requesting that he send a

list of everything that Att. Werner sent to the Trustee as well as a copy.........

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 [never replied to]....................

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 ..............
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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” .........cccccoeeeeeeeeeeeieeeeeeennnn.

a) Printouts of screenshots of February 25, 2005, of electronic records

indexing of the Monroe County Clerk’s office ..........ccccccceuvuvivinninicccccnnen.

Dr. Cordero’s letter of March 29, 2005, to Trustee Reiber (copied to
Trustees Schmitt and Martini) 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 DelLanos 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 [never replied to]..........ccccoeiiiinniis

Assistant Wood's letter of April 6, 2005, to Dr. Cordero accompanying
a copy of “the 341 hearing tapes for March 8, 2004” -meaning tapes of
the §341 meeting of the DeLanos' creditors held on that date at Trustee
Schmitt's Office- stating where it begins on the tape and that she
mistakenly told him that the recording included Trustee Reiber's
introduction, which is on a video tape and is not recorded on the audio

Docket of In re David G. and Mary Ann DeLano, no. 04-20280, WBNY, as

Of MY 10, 2006 .......coriiimiiiiiiieiciceieee ettt

-630. reserved

Dated:  August 1, 2006

ToED:218
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Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq.

Table of Contents

IV. After Bankruptcy Judge Ninfo disallowed at a sham
evidentiary hearing Dr. Cordero’s claim against Mr. DeLano,
whose testimony had corroborated it, District Judge Larimer
ordered Dr. Cordero to file his appellate brief before the
transcript, with its incriminating evidence of bias and
unlawfulness, had even been started to be prepared, let
alone its docketing by the court effected as required,
whereby he protected his peer and the DeLanos by violating
FRBKIP 8006 and 8007 ......c.ivuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiie e ToEAdd:222

V. The court reporter that recorded stenographically the sham
evidentiary hearing refused to certify that her transcript
would be accurate, complete, and tamper-free, and Dr.
Cordero requested Judge Larimer that she be replaced and
reported for investigation, but he refused to do so and
ordered Dr. Cordero to obtain the transcript from that
reporter anyway, thus disregarding the doubt that she had
cast on its reliability and its detrimental impact on the
integrity of the appeal ProCess ......coiviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e, ToEAdd:229

VI. Dr. Cordero showed on the basis of Trustee Reiber’s “report”
that he had conducted no investigation of the DeLanos at all
and requested that Judges Larimer and Ninfo order the
production of documents, such as those of their mortgages
and the transcript that the Trustee had a private reporter
prepare of the meeting at which Dr. Cordero had examined
the DeLanos, that would show that the DeLanos had
procured through fraud the confirmation of their plan of
debt repayment, but both Judges refused to ask for a single
document, not to mention revoke the confirmation....................... ToEAdd:231
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After Bankruptcy Judge Ninfo disallowed at a sham eviden-

tiary hearing Dr. Cordero’s claim against Mr. DeLano, whose
testimony had corroborated it, District Judge Larimer ordered

Dr. Cordero to file his appellate brief before the transcript,

with its incriminating evidence of bias and unlawfulness, had

even been started to be prepared, let alone its docketing by

the court effected as required, whereby he protected his peer

and the DeLanos by violating FRBkrP 8006 and 8007

(emphasis is added unless emphasis in the original is stated)

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 .........c.cccccecciniinneie.

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..............

Dr. Cordero’s letter of September 27, 2002, to Judge Ninfo identifying

himself @8 @ JAWYET .......c.ccocciniiiniiiiiicc e

Judge Ninfo’s letter of October 8, 2002 acknowledging receipt of Dr.

Cordero’s letter of September 27, 2002 ..........cccovueoimeineinnenineereeereneenienenees

Report for Judge Ninfo’s search of February 23, 2005, for Richard

Cordero in the New York State Attorney Directory..........c.ccccecevevieencncnnnene

Report for Judge Ninfo’s WestLaw Search of February 28, 2005, of

“RICATIA & COTAOIO ...t e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e eaeeeaaaas

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

TEHITEA SINCE 1993 ... e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e eereeeeesesaannnne

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 ........

Affirmation of Leonard G. Kamlet, Esq., of April 14, 2005, stating that
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Add:518

Add:520
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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
640. 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 ..o Add:529
641. Docket of Pfuntner v. Trustee Gordon et al., no. 02-2230, WBNY, as of
MayY 10, 2000 ......ccoovereiieiiiiiinieiiieeeetee ettt Add:531
642. Extracts from the American Bar Association Model Code of
Professional Responsibility............ccccoovivniiiniiiniiniiinccccccccnee Add:551
643. Extract from the New York Code of Professional Responsibility:
Canons and Disciplinary Rules.............ccccooiiiiiiiiiccececeeeeee Add:552
644. 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
645. 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.............c..c.ccvenee.e. Add:554
a) FindLaw’s corrected listing as of April 26, 2005, concerning
Richard Cordero..........cccoveiiniiiniiiiiciicice e Add:555
646. 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 110. 04-8371 ... oo Add:557
a) Prefatory material
1) Questions Presented..........cccoeveoirioniiiniicinicinicceccceneeee Add:557
2) Index of AppPendiCes ........cccccvereiriniciieinencineneeneee e Add:558
3) Table of Authorities Cited..........cccoevevireneniiniirncccee Add:584
4) Table of Headings of the Petition for Certiorari..........c.ccccccoeeveinnnnes Add:588
b) Substantive material
L. Opinions BEOW ........ccoueivirieiniiinieiiincinictiecenctreeeeereeee e Add:590
IL JUTISAICHION .eveceviiceeeceeeeee ettt ettt ettt et et ereeeaeeereeenneens Add:590
III. Constitutional and Statutory Provisions Involved............................ Add:591
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IV. Statement Of THe Case ..o e eeeeeeeeeae e
V. Reasons for Granting The Writ..........ccccccveinniiniiniinninicineen,
VL. CONCIUSION ..ttt e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e eaeeeeneens

647. 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..........c.cccocccveinninniinncnnnnee.

648. 28 U.S.C. §158 Appeals (As amended April 20, 2005, P.L. 109-8, Title
XII, § 1233(a), 119 Stat. 202) ..c.ccevveeirirreirieierieieirecereeieteie ettt

649. U.S. District Court, WDNY, Local Rules of Civil Procedure, Rule 5.1
on pleading a RICO COUNLt........ccooueuiiiiiiiiiiiiiccicteccte e

650. Biographical note of Bankruptcy Judge John C. Ninfo, II, showing that
he was a partner in the law firm of Underberg & Kessler, LLP, at the
time of his appointment to the bench;
http:/ /www.nywb.uscourts.gov/aboutic. DD «oeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee e

651. Judge Ninfo’s citations to authority in his decision on appeal of April
4, 2005 ...t s

a) 9C Am Jur 2d BankruptCy .......cceeeeeiveiiniiininiciniciicicccceee
b) Norton Bankruptcy Law and Practice 2d..........cccoeeviveinininnciniccnnnee
c¢) 9 Collier on Bankruptcy § 3001.09, 15th Edition Revised .......................
d) Inre Youroveta Home & Foreign Trade Co., 297 F. 723 (1924)..............
e) Inre Burrows, 156 F.2d 640 (2nd Cir. 1946) .......ccovuevmecenecnncenecnenee

652. Bankruptcy Court’s notice of April 11, 2005, to Dr. Cordero to request
that pursuant to FRBkrP 8006 he perfect the record of his appeal in
DeLano to the District Court by submitting by April 21 his designation
of items in that record and his statement of issues on appeal.............ccccocuc.....e.

653. Dr. Cordero’s Designation of April 18, 2005, of Items in the Record
and Statement of Issues on Appeal (D1-508).......cccoevevirermeineenincncinecenen

654. 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 ...........ccccooeveiiiiiineiieee e

655. 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 [never replied to] ..o,

656. Dr. Cordero’s letter of April 21, 2005, to Trustee George Reiber

Add:592

Add:604

Add:629

Add:630

Add:630

Add:633

Add:636

Add:637
Add:638
Add:643
Add:649
Add:651
Add:654

Add:681

Add:682
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requesting a response to his letter of March 29 (D:492) concerning the
uselessness of Att. Werner’s printouts of screenshots from the Mon-
roe County Clerk’s Office website (D:478) that were to have provided
information about the DeLanos” mortgages (D:461, 469) and sending

him a copy of the Designation and Statement (Di) [never replied to].........

Dr. Cordero's letter of April 21, 2005, to Trustee Schmitt requesting
for the 4t time (D:470, 471, 474) a statement of her position on

Trustee Reiber’s failure to investigate the DeLanos [never replied to]........

Cover letter of Bankruptcy Court Case Administrator Karen S. Tacy
of April 22, 2005, to Dr. Cordero accompanying her transmittal forms
to District Court Clerk Rodney C. Early and informing Dr. Cordero

that the District Court Civil Case Number for the appeal is 05cv6190L .....

a) Bankruptcy Court transmittal form of April 21, 2005,
addressed to District Court Clerk Rodney C. Early; marking as
transmitted to the District Court Dr. Cordero’s April 9 “Notice of
Appeal” (D:1) and April 18 “Statement of Issues and Designated
Items of Appellant(s)” (Di); while marking as missing documents

the “Statement of Issues and/or Designated items of Appellee(s) ..........

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 (Di), and notice that
because it is voluminous it is available in paper format only and is

available for review at the clerk’s OffiCe ....coooeeeeeeeee e

Judge Larimer’s order of April 22, 2005, informing Dr. Cordero that his
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” ..........

[Comment: Docketing occurred the day after Dr. Cordero’s Desig--
nation of Items was filed in Bankruptcy Court so that the record could
not be complete given that the period for the DelLanos to file their
Designation of Additional Items had just begun to run -their filing took
place on May 3 (Add:711)- and the transcript had not even been
started and was not finished and filed until November 4, 2005! Hence
Judge Larimer lacked jurisdiction over the case and could not sched-
ule any brief, whereby he did so with disregard for FRBkrP 8007(b).

District Court’s electronic filing on April 22, 2005, of Judge Larimer’s

scheduling order of the same date ............cccoeeviiiiniinnincee,

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
has only been initiated so that the transcript has not been even started, let
alone delivered for the appellant to take it into consideration when writing his brief
on appeal”, whereby the transmittal of the record from the Bankruptcy to

f Exh of Add:# pgs of Dr. Cordero’s Addendum in Cordero v. DeLano, 05cv6190, WDNY

..... Add:683

..... Add:685

..... Add:686

..... Add:687

..... Add:690

..... Add:692

..... Add:694
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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

£AX OIL TIS OCCASION ..ot e e et e e e e e e e e e eeeeeeeeeeeaaaeeeeens

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] .......cccccoviiiiiiniiiiiincceeeceeeee

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”....................

b) Judge Ninfo’s Order of July 15, 2003, providing for a series of

“discrete” “discreet” hearings from October 16, 2003, in Pfuntner .......

c¢) Judge Ninfo’s Order of October 16, 2003, Disposing of Causes

Of Action in PAUNENET ...........c.ccooeiviiiiiiiiiiniciieciccceeeeeeeas

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 PfUnENer ..............ccooeeceennercicinnreeeceeneennes

e) Judge Ninfo’s “Cordero Oral Decision” of October 16, 2003, in

PRUNENET ...ttt

f) Judge Ninfo’s Decision & Order of October 23, 2003, Finding a

Waiver of a Trial by Jury, in Pfuntner ................cccccoeiivinnnicnnnn.

g) Judge Ninfo’s Scheduling Order of October 23, 2003, in Connec-
tion 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 ........................

Dr. Cordero’s answer and counterclaim of November 1, 2002, in

PRUTETIET ..ottt

a) Plaintiff Pfuntner’s Summons of October 3, 2002, in an

Add:695

Add:711

Add:712

Add:719

Add:725

Add:729

Add:731

Add:749

Add:771
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Adversary Proceeding (AP), no. 02-2230, to Dr. Cordero.............

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

c) Dr. Cordero’s letter of August 26, 2002, to Att. MacKnight ........
d) Trustee Gordon’s letter of September 23, 2002, to Dr. Cordero ..
e) Dr. Cordero’s letter of October 7, 2002, to Att. MacKnight..........
f) Dr. Cordero’s letter of October 17, 2002, to Plaintiff Pfuntner.....
664. Att. Beyma’s letter of August 1, 2002, to Dr. Cordero...........cccceenueueene.

665. Dr. Cordero’s third-party complaints and cross-claims of November
21, 2002, N PAUTETIET ..ottt

a) Letter of David Dworkin, owner/manager of Jefferson Hen-
rietta Associates warehouse, of March 1, 2002, to Dr. Cordero.....

b) Bill for storage and insurance from Jefferson Henrietta
Associates of March 7, 2002, to Dr. Cordero ........cccceeeeeevveeeeeenenn..

c) Manager Dworkin’s letter of April 25, 2002, to Dr. Cordero .......
d) Trustee Gordon’s letter of April 16, 2002, to Manager Dworkin
e) Trustee Gordon'’s letter of June 10, 2002, to Dr. Cordero..............
f) Att. Stilwell’s letter of May 30, 2002, to Dr. Cordero ....................

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

h) Att. MacKnight's letter of September 19, 2002,to Dr. Cordero....
i) Trustee Gordon’s letter of September 23, 2002, to Dr. Cordero ..
j) Trustee Gordon’'s letter of October 1, 2002, to Judge Ninfo.........

666. Trustee Schmitt's letter of October 8, 2002, to Dr. Cordero that her
office contacted Trustee Gordon and that when information is
received and reviewed Dr. Cordero will be contacted......cccceevveeeeeeeennnnnn.

667. 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 due to Reporter Dianetti’s failure
to provide the requested INfOrMation..........ccccveeeiierieeniienieceece e

668. 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”,
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transmitted despite the fact that item no. 112 of Dr. Cordero’s
Designation (Di:xii) and the accompanying copy of his April 18 letter
to Bankruptcy Court Reporter Dianetti (Add:681) gave the Bankruptcy
Court notice that he wanted and had requested the transcript, which
had not yet been filed so that the record was still incomplete under
FRBkrP 8007(b) and could not be transmitted ...........cocccevvernevinncnnccnicnnnee Add:832

669. 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” ..........cceecveeeiieeiieeieeeeeee et Add:834

670. 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.
| trust you will have no problem in providing me with this information this
LTI ettt ettt ettt ettt st et e eae bt a et et et et e beeaeeteeneene e st entensentesentenaens Add:835

671. 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” ...............c.......... Add:836

672. Judge Larimer’s rescheduling order of May 17, 2005, pretending that
“Appellant requested additional time within which to file and serve his brief”,
and 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”, and thus without referring to or
discussing Dr. Cordero’s arguments for the Judge to comply with
FRBKIP 8007 ......ctiitiitieeieieeietetestee ettt ettt ettt sttt ete s saesneas Add:839

673. Court Reporter 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 | prepares the entire transcript” and that as to the
number of stenographic packs and folds “I trust you already have that
INFOTMALION" ... ettt ettt e e e e st e et e et e st e e seessesseesseessesssenseensesseensanneas Add:840

674. 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” ........c.ccocveeeeeeeeeceeeeeece e Add:842
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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” ............

Dr. Cordero’s notice of June 20, 2005, to the District Court of his
efforts to obtain the transcript of the evidentiary hearing before
Judge Ninfo on March 1, 2005, of the DeLanos’ motion to disallow his

CLATINY e e e e e e e e e e e ——aaaas

Dr. Cordero’s motion of June 20, 2005, for the District Court to stay in
Bankruptcy Court Pfuntner v. Trustee Gordon et al., no. 02-2230,

WBNY, and join the parties in that case to the DeLano appeal ...................

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 (D:3), 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 (ToEAdd:226>711 et seq.), but also added other Pfuntner
documents to them, whereby they all demonstrated that they

viewed the two cases inextricably linked............ccccccconiiiiininn

..... Add:843

..... Add:845

..... Add:851

..... Add:853

The court reporter that recorded stenographically the sham

evidentiary hearing refused to certify that her transcript

would be accurate, complete, and tamper-free, and Dr. Cordero
requested Judge Larimer that she be replaced and reported for
investigation, but he refused to do so and ordered Dr. Cordero

to obtain the transcript from that reporter anyway, thus

disregarding the doubt that she had cast on its reliability and
its detrimental impact on the integrity of the appeal process

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...............ccocviiiiiiinii

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”.......cccvveeeevvieeeeniieeerrnirieeeenene
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680. Application of July 7, 2005, by Christopher Werner, Esq., attorney for
the DeLanos, for $16,654 in legal fees for services rendered to the
DIELAMIOS ...ttt Add:871

a) Att. Werner’s itemized invoice of June 23, 2005, for legal
services rendered to the DeLanos, consisting almost exclusively
of maneuvers to avoid production of Dr. Cordero’s requested
documents, 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” ........cccccveeveecreeeveecreeereennen. Add:872

681. Dr. Cordero’s motion of July 13, 2005, for the District Court, WDNY,
to stay the confirmation hearing in Bankruptcy Court of the debt
repayment plan (D:59) in DeLano, no. 04-20280, WBNY, and the
confirmation order; withdraw DeLano to itself pending appeal;
remove Trustee George Reiber; and take notice of Dr. Cordero’s
addition of issues to the appeal...........ccocooeiiiieiiiini e Add:881

a) Dr. Cordero’s affidavit of July 11, 2005, in support of his July
13 motion in District Court for a stay; removal of the Trustee;

B, ettt Add:886
b) Dr. Cordero’s proposed order submitted to District Judge
David G. Larimer with his July 13 motion...........cccccccviiiiiiiniiinn. Add:907

682. Dr. Cordero’s motion of July 18, 2005, for the District Court to have
Bankruptcy Court Reporter Mary Dianetti referred to the Judicial
Conference for investigation of her refusal to certify the reliability of
T trANSCIIPL ..ttt 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.............c.ccoeuieiieieciiciieieceee e Add:932

683. Att. Werner’s ingratiating letter of July 19, 2005, to Judge Larimer
ACCOMUPANIYIIIZ ..ottt ettt 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 DelLano 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) ........c.ccccecveneinvncnnincncinces Add:936

684. Trustee Reiber’s undated “Findings of Fact and Summary of 341
Hearing” ..o Add:937

ToEAdd:230 §V. Court reporter refused to certify transcript’s reliability, yet J Larimer ordered Dr. Cordero to use it
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a) Undated and unsigned sheet titled “I/We filed Chapter 13 for
one or more of the following reasons” ..........cccccoeeevniineinncnnccnnnen. Add:939

685. 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 ............ccccccoviiiniiiniiiiniiicncccecceecnee Add:940

686. Judge Ninfo’s Decision and Order of August 9, 2005, confirming upon

“the Trustee’'s Report [Add:937] and the testimony of Debtor” the DeLanos’
debt repayment plan [D:59]; finding that “Any objections to the plan have
been disposed of”; 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 (D:31) that they had only $535
in cash and 0N aCCOUNL]........cvioiiiiiciiceeceee et Add:941

687. Trustee Reiber’s Acknowledgment of August 19, 2005, of Claim and

VI.

688.

689.

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...............c..ccccociniiiiine. Add:944

Dr. Cordero showed on the basis of Trustee Reiber’s “report”
that he had conducted no investigation of the DeLanos at all
and requested that Judges Larimer and Ninfo order the
production of documents, such as those of their mortgages
and the transcript that the Trustee had a private reporter
prepare of the meeting at which Dr. Cordero had examined the
DeLanos, that would show that the DeLanos had procured
through fraud the confirmation of their plan of debt
repayment, but both Judges refused to ask for a single
document, not to mention revoke the confirmation

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 District 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 ............ccceecerrerncenes Add:951

a) Dr. Cordero’s proposed order submitted to Judge Larimer with
the motion of August 23, 2005, for the District Court to compel
document Production ........c.coccvevieiririeinencieccee e Add:977

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 August 23 motion to compel production of documents
(Add:951), and asking that such motion be denied insofar as it concerns
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Mr. Pfuntner and that the name Pfuntner be stricken from any order

issued in connection With that TNOION «..ccceeeeeeeeeeee e Add:985

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...[s0] 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 BasisS NEIEIN"...........cooiiii et Add:988

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” (but see Add:1004§IV), and prepay her fee of $650 .........coveecirrneencucncne. Add:991

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 for the appeal...........ccccccoviiniiininiinne, Add:993

Judge Larimer’s order of October 14, 2005, stating that “The motion for
reconsideration [Add:993] is in all respects denied”, with not a single argument
indicating that the Judge had even read it or noticed that it was return-
able on November 18, whereby his premature order deprived the other
parties of the right to write a paper or be heard on it, and revealing that
he assumed or knew that they would not exercise such right and that
even if they did so it would not matter because he had already
predetermined that the motion was to be denied; 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

Judge Larimer’s order of October 17, 2005, “den[ying] in their entirety” Dr.
Cordero’s three pending motions [Add:851, 881, 951] but referring to not
even one of his legal arguments if only to show that the Judge had
bothered to read the motions before expediently getting them out of the
way with once more the lazy and conclusory fiats that “there is no basis in
law to support such relief”, “these motions are wholly without merit”’, and “it
completely [aCKS MEIIL ... ...oeei ittt e e e errre e e e e e e e aerrareeeeeesennnnnnns

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

Add:1019

Add:1021
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intimidate the Bankruptcy Court’s clerical staff’..........ccoevviieiiniiiiinnieeecieeeene

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 ..o

Dr. Cordero’s letter of October 24, 2005, to Reporter Dianetti requesting
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............c..cccocccniinn.

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 (Add:1019) and under reservation of his right to
challenge the order and the request on appeal .........c.ccccovrecineiniinncinccnes

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 (Add:1019) and stating that such notice was his response
to Bankruptcy Clerk of Court Warren’'s letter to Judge Larimer of
October 20 (Ad:T024) ..ottt

Reporter Dianetti’s letter of November 4, 2005, to Dr. Cordero stating
that she received on November 2 his letter with enclosed check
(Add:1027) requesting the transcript of the evidentiary hearing of March
1, 2005, of the DeLanos” motion to disallow his claim (D:218), and was
filing her transcript that day in Bankruptcy Court, sending him a paper
and a PDF copy of it, and returning to him the balance of his prepayment

Reporter Dianetti’s statement to Dr. Cordero, on the first page of the
transcript of November 4, 2005, identifying the hearing that it reported
and stating its final COSt ...........occciniiiiniiiniiiicccc e

Reporter Dianetti’s certificate of November 4, 2005, accompanying her
transcript of the March 1 evidentiary hearing in DeLano and certifying
that her “transcript is a true and accurate transcription “of her report in
stenotype machine shorthand of such proceeding...........c.ccccocceeevriccnnnnes

[Comment: This transcript was made available only well over half a year
after Dr. Cordero first approached the Reporter with his April 18 letter to
obtain it. (Add:681)
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Having caused the preparation of the transcript to drag for so long due
to her refusal, among others, of Dr. Cordero’s request that she certify its
completeness, accuracy, and tamper-free condition (Add:867, 869), it is
reasonable to think in parallel that upon receiving the request for the
transcript on November 2, Reporter Dianetti did not set out on a mad
rush to prepare it practically overnight in order to mail it to Dr. Cordero
on November 4. She had no motive and hardly the capacity to drop
everything that she was doing and miss her normal courtroom work in
Bankruptcy Court on Wednesdays, such as November 2, in order to cash
Dr. Cordero’s check, transcribe close to 200 pages, write her letter, and
her certificate, and her statement, and make a copy on paper and
another on a PDF file on a CD, file a copy in Bankruptcy Court, and go to
the post office to get a money order for the balance of the prepayment
of her estimated cost of the transcript, and pack everything, and mail it
to Dr. Cordero...and breathe! On four occasions, she took much longer
to write just a single letter to respond to Dr. Cordero’s letters concerning
the transcript (table of dates at Add:912), not to mention the more than
two and a half months from January 8 to March 26, 2003, that she took
to prepare and send a previous transcript, the one in Pfuntner, which ran
to only 17 pages (A:265-281).

Consequently, one must conclude that Reporter Dianetti had already
prepared the transcript and upon receiving Dr. Cordero’s request with
prepayment simply mailed a copy to him. That raises several questions:

1. Who asked her to make the transcript and presumably pay for it?

2. Since the therein-reported evidentiary hearing took place on March
1, 2005, did Judges Ninfo or Larimer already have it by April 227?

3. Anyway, did they use or need the transcript to realize that it would
incriminate Judge Ninfo in bias and disregard for the law, the rules,
and the facts at the hearing and that Mr. DelLano’s testimony
corroborated Dr. Cordero’s assertion of his claim against him, so that
they decided to keep it from Dr. Cordero receiving and making it
part of the record on appeal, which they could expect Dr. Cordero
eventually to file with CA2 and the Supreme Court? (cf. A:1301,
Add:556; ToEC:55>C:1271>Comment)

4. Was the objective of depriving Dr. Cordero of the transcript pursued
by Judge Larimer issuing his April 22 order (Add:692) requiring Dr.
Cordero to file his appellate brief within 20 days even though Dr.
Cordero had sent the Court a copy of his April 18 letter to Reporter
Dianetti (Add:681) where he asked her for an estimate of the
transcript’s cost, from which the Judge could deduct that the
Reporter had hardly received the original of that letter so that there
could not be even an agreement to start preparing it, let alone any
date to complete it?

5. Did Judge Larimer pursue the same objective by issuing his
subsequent order of May 3 (Add:831) under similar circumstances?

ToEAdd:234 §VI. J Larimer denied request for doc from DelLanos & trustees to prevent exposing bkr fraud scheme
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6. Was the realization of the dismal quality of the transcript (see
Comment below), known from other transcripts yet tolerated, a
factor in Judge Larimer denying Dr. Cordero’s motion of July 18, 2005
(Add:911) to refer Reporter Dianetti to the Judicial Conference for
investigation of her refusal of Dr. Cordero’s request that she agree to
certify its reliability (Add:867, 869)7?]

703. Transcript of the Evidentiary Hearing held on March 1, 2005, before
Judge Ninfo of the DeLanos” motion to disallow Dr. Cordero’s claim as
creditor, which was disallowed, leading to Dr. Cordero being stripped
of standing and eliminated from any further proceedings in DeLano,
whereupon the appeal Cordero v. DeLano, 05-cv-6190, WDNY, ensued. ................. Tr:1-190

[Comment: In the printed volume of the Addendum, the Transcript is
found at the end of it as the last item. There it consists of a copy of the
hardcopy provided by Reporter Dianetti. She also provided a digital
version of her transcript in a PDF file; a copy of each file is found in the Tr
folder on the CD since Dr. Cordero scanned the paper copy.

Reporter Dianetti produced a PDF file that is defective: To begin with, its
layout is misaligned. In the hardcopy of her transcript each page bears
text with its lines numbered 1-25 and with the page number in the page
header. However, in the digital copy each such page straddles two
pages and has two page numbers, that is, one at the bottom of the
page and one with the header somewhere on the page. As a result,
making and finding a reference to it is problematic and confusing.

In his appellate and reply briefs (Pst:1231, 1381), Dr. Cordero cited the
pages of the hardcopy version and used the format Tr.#, where # stands
for the only page number that they had, that is, the one on the header.
Thus, to maintain consistency and preserve the validity of the citations in
those briefs, all documents herewith use the same Tr.# format and
header page number to cite the digital version of the transcript in the
PDF file included on the CD. This is also necessary for a grave fact: The
PDF version is MISSING PAGES! It has 169 pages while the paper version has
190 and a comparison shows gaps in the discussion. Somebody
renumbered the pages consecutively on the footer after taking out
some pages. Who did so, on whose instructions, and for what purpose?

On both versions Reporter Dianetti makes everybody, all professionals,
come across as if they spoke Pidgin English. This is a reflection on her
competency as a reporter. (C:1310152) As a matter of fact, this is not the
first time that she turns out a transcript whose quality is so low that it is toil
to understand whatever it was that she managed to find “intelligible”
enough to take down stenographically. (cf. A:263; C:13031134-39).

So why do Judges Larimer and Ninfo keep her as the court reporter
despite the dismal quality of her work? It is clear that since Judge Larimer
repeatedly scheduled Dr. Cordero’s appellate brief in DeLano to be filed
before the transcript’s production had even been started, let alone its
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docketing had taken place (Add:10848ll), just as he had done before
(Add:1086116), he never intended to read it to decide the appeal so he
could not care less whether the transcript was written in broken English or
official Mandain.

As for Judge Ninfo, Reporter Dianetti tried to keep from Dr. Cordero the
transcripts of the hearings that the Judge presided over and from whose
decision Dr. Cordero appealed. Thereby she tried to protect the Judge
from his unlawful conduct in summarily dismissing Dr. Cordero’s cross-
claims against Trustee Kenneth Gordon at the hearing on December 18,
2002, and disallowing his claim against Mr. DeLano despite the latter’s
own testimony corroborating it at the evidentiary hearing on March 1,
2005. Hence, it is reasonable to assume that Reporter Dianetti’s
wilingness to violate to Judge Ninfo’s benefit her duties under FRBkrP
8006 and 8007 and 28 U.S.C. 8753 is the quallifying factor for the Judge to
keep her in his employment. (Add:9188I1)]

704. Dr. Cordero’s notice of motion and motion of November 5, 2005, under
11 U.S.C. §1330(a) for Judge Ninfo to revoke his order of August 9, 2005,
[Add:941] confirming the DeLanos” debt repayment plan [D:59], because
it was procured by fraud ..........ccocoiviiniiiiiniie e Add:1038

705. Dr. Cordero’s notice of November 9, 2005, to the District Court of a) his
November 5 motion [Add:1038] filed in Bankruptcy Court for Judge
Ninfo to revoke for fraud the confirmation of Debtor DeLanos’ plan;
and of b) his intent that the attached copy be filed in the District Court’s
appeal docket of Cordero v. DeLano, no. 05cv6190L............c.cooeiiiiiiiiinnnn. Add:1064

706. 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 [Add:1062966.e] of his motion returnable on November 16
[Add:1038], to revoke the confirmation of the DeLanos” debt repayment
plan due to its procurement by fraud; and requesting that he renotice
his motion to state the missing time of day when it would be heard.................. Add:1065

707. Dr. Cordero’s request of November 11, 2005, for a statement of reasons
for Judge Ninfo to deny his request to appear by phone [Add:1062966.e]
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............c.cccoccovccinicnncncnes Add:1066

708. Dr. Cordero’s letter of November 11, 2005, to the parties advising them
that the time of the revocation motion 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
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Ninfo’s denial of Dr. Cordero’s request to appear by phone ..............cccceee. Add:1068

709. 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) .........ccceccceevvevinccneinnecnicnnnee. Add:1069

710. 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 {Add:1038] for fraud the
confirmation of Debtors” debt repayment plan..............ccoooviiniiiniinnnn. Add:1070

711. 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 ............cccocccveiiniinniiniinninccee Add:1081

712. 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

713. November 16, 2005, Hearing of Dr. Cordero’s motion of November 5,
2005, (Add:1038) under 11 U.S.C. §1330(a) for Judge Ninfo to revoke his
August 9 order (Add:941) confirming the DeLanos” debt repayment plan
(D:59) because it was procured by fraud; denied (Add:1094) after the
Judge maneuvered the absence at the hearing in Rochester of Dr.
Cordero, who lives in New York City, by denying without stating any
reason (Add:1065) his request, included in the motion (Add:1062966.e),
to appear, as he had on 12 previous occasions, by phone (Add:1066);
thereby the Judge made it possible that “Appearing in opposition: [alone
was] George Reiber, Trustee...Order to be submitted by the Trustee”
............................................................................ entry between 150 and 151 on D:508f

714. Judge Larimer’s order of November 21, 2005, a) granting in part Dr.
Cordero’s November 15 motion [Add:1081] as if “Appellant requests an
extension of time to file his brief”, rather than requests the District Court to
comply with the FRBkrP on transcript docketing, appeal entering, and
brief scheduling; b) confirming, as requested by Dr. Cordero, that “briefs
are deemed filed the day of mailing”; and c) stating that “the remainder of

the motion is denied” because “the appeal was docketed in April 2005 and all
parties were notified...[and] it now appears that the record on appeal is
COMIPIBEE ettt ettt et e e et e et e ete e e treeebeeetteeteeeaseenbeeeaseetaeeraeereeeaseeseeeaneens Add:1092

[Comment: Thereby Judge Larimer implicity admitted that the record was
incomplete on April 22 when he issued his scheduling order (Add:692)
requiring Dr. Cordero to file his brief within 20 days (cf.Add:695, 836).]
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715. Judge Ninfo’s order of November 22, 2005 denying Dr. Cordero’s No-
vember 5 motion to revoke [Add:1038] due to fraud the order of
confirmation [Add:941] 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 revo-
CALION .o Add:1094

716. Dr. Cordero’s notice of motion and motion of December 6, 2005, in
Bankruptcy Court to quash the order [Add:1094] denying the motion to
revoke {Add:1038] due to fraud the order of confirmation [Add:941] of
the DeLanos’ plan, revoke the confirmation, and remand DeLano to the
|30 T A 0 153y SRS Add:1095

717. Dr. Cordero’s motion of December 7, 2005, in District Court to with-
draw DeLano and Pfuntner from Bankruptcy Court and declare both: a)
Judge Ninfo’s order [Add:1094] denying his motion to revoke
[Add:1038] due to fraud Judge Ninfo’s order of confirmation [Add:941]
of the DeLanos” plan [D:59]; and b) the order confirming [Add:941] such
plan, null and void pending appeal..........ccccccoveiniininiiniiicc Add:1097

718. Judge Ninfo’s order of December 9, 2005, peremptorily dispatching with
an “in all respects denied” one-liner Dr. Cordero’s December 6 motion
[Add:1095], issued ofthand on the same day of the motion’s arrival and
without any discussion of its detailed factual considerations and legal
analysis of the Judge’s November 22 order [Add:1094] sought to be
quashed for denying the motion to revoke [Add:1038] confirmation
[Add:941] of the DeLanos’ debt repayment plan............cccccceevniiniinininnicnnnne. Add:1125

719. Dr. Cordero’s notice of December 16, 2005, to the District Court of his
filing in Bankruptcy Court of his December 6 motion [Add:1095] and
pointing out how Judge Ninfo peremptorily dispatched [Add:1125] that
25-page motion on December 9, the day of its arrival, with his “in all
respects denied” one-liner without any discussion of its detailed contents......... Add:1126

a) Copy of Dr. Cordero’s motion of December 6, 2005, in
Bankruptcy Court [Add:1095].......ccocoiiimineirincenercneeeeeeeeeees Add:1127

720. Judge Larimer’s order of December 19, 2005, stating that “Appellant’s motion is
denied in all respects” concerning his December 7 motion (Add:1097) to
withdraw DeLano and Pfuntner from Bankruptcy Court and nullify Judge
Ninfo’s decisions due to his condonation of a bankruptcy fraud scheme.......... Add:1155

721. -750. reserved

Dated: August1, 2006
59 Crescent Street
Brooklyn, NY 11208-1515
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III. Table of Exhibits of Pst:# pages
in the Post-Addendum

Pst:1171
including the exhibits accompanying the reply brief
of February 8, 2006, in Cordero v. DeLano, no. 05cv6190L, WDNY
and other exhibits since;

as of August 1, 2006

by
Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq.

VII. Judge Larimer denied production of every single document
requested by Dr. Cordero from the DeLanos or the trustees, for
they could prove their support of a bankruptcy fraud scheme;
and further protected them and Judge Ninfo by refusing to
post on the Court’s electronic case management system even
the transcript or a single exhibit provided by Dr. Cordero both
on a CD and in hardcopy with his appellate brief, thereby
preventing them from being available publicly through PACER!

(emphasis is added unless emphasis in the original is stated)

751. 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 PDFfile...................... Pst:1171

752. 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)) .....cccceueueueerereueueuenenenee Pst:1174

753. Dr. Cordero’s notice of December 16, 2005, of filing a motion in
Bankruptcy Court to quash the order denying the motion to revoke

1 Judge Larimer’s refusal to post the transcript or the exhibits and the glaring mistakes of
fact that he made in his order of denial are discussed at C:13071145-51.
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due to fraud the order confirming the DeLanos” Plan, revoke the

confirmation, and remMand the CASE.... ... e eeeeeeeeeeeeeeaaeas Pst:1176
754. Docket of Cordero v. DeLano, no. 05cv6190L, WDNY, as of May 10, 2006.................. Pst:1181
755. United States District Court for the Western District of New York
Administrative Procedures Guide: The Electronic Filing System ....................... Pst:1189
756. Notice of February 6, 2004, on the obligation in WDNY to file using
the Electronic Case Filing (ECF) system or a disk .............ccccccooiiiiiins Pst:1209
757. Notice of July 5, 2005, on WDNY judicial officers who want filings
on paper despite the Case Management (CM)/ECF system..........ccccccccccenueuinnes Pst:1211
758. 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
filiNgsS...frOM Pro S& PArtiES” ....ooi ottt e Pst:1213
759. Judge Larimer’s order of January 4, 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 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 (Pst:1231), the Designation of Items (D:1 et seq), and the
Addendum (Add:509 et seq.) were provided by Dr. Cordero on a
CD in PDF files so that there was no need to do any scanning at all................... Pst:1214
760. Dr. Cordero’s appellate brief of December 21, 2005, to the District
Court, Judge David G. Larimer presiding, WDNY ........ccccccviiniinniiniiniiinns Pst:1231
a. Table Of CONENES ....ceevvieiieieieieeeeeee e st aeenees Pst:1231
A. Tables of Authorities Cited, References, and Headings.............ccccccveevrennnnne. Pst:1231
3. Headings of the Body of the Brief..........cccooviiiiiiiiiiieeeeceeee, Pst: 1254
B. Basis of Appellate Jurisdiction .........c..ccoeevverienerriiniiniiieneccceeceeee e Pst:1257
C. Issues Presented and Standard of Appellate Review.........cccccceeevveniiiniiennnnnne. Pst:1257
D. Statement 0f the Case .......c.cecvieiiieiiiiiiieiieeie et et Pst:1257
E. The ATGUMENT.....ccccuiiiiiiieiiie ettt e et e et e e ve e v e e e saeeeareeeaaeeens Pst: 1266
F. Conclusion and Relief Sought .........cccociviiiiiiiniiniicicceeceee, Pst:1306
D. Proposed Order ...ttt Pst:1307
761. The DeLanos” answer of January 20, 2006, by Devin Lawton Palmer,
Bt Pst:1361
762. Dr. Cordero’s motion of January 23, 2006, for an extension of time
ToEPst:252 §VIIL Judge Larimer denied production or posting of any document to protect bkr fraud & schemers
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for him to mail and file his reply to February 10, 2006, endorsed by

Judge Larimer’s grant of it.........cccocccveinieiiniiiininiiniiccceeeeee

763. Dr. Cordero’s reply of February 8, 2006, to the DeLanos” answer

by Attorney Palmer ...

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 .............c..c.ccecuenne.

b. Table Of CONENLS .....ccoeiiieieieierieeiereeeee ettt
A. Tables of Authorities Cited, References, and Headings.............ccccecuvennnee.

3. Headings of the Body of the Reply......ccccccevviiniiiiiiiniiiiiicceeieee

c. Body of the Reply: §8I-VIL........ccccooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiccccce,

I. The Bankruptcy Abuse Prevention Act’s finding of
“absence of effective oversight to eliminate abuse in the system”
renders all the more understandable the presence in this

case of the Act’s target: fraud and a bankruptcy fraud scheme ............

VI. The purpose of the Statement of Issues on Appeal is to
afford the appellee the opportunity to determine whether
appellant’s Designated Items in the Record is sufficient to
prepare the appellee’s answer and, if not, to designate
additional items; whereby the Statement, which is not even

part of the record, does not limit the issues on appeal.......................

A. Since the issues of the voidness of District Local Rule
5.1.(h) dealing with RICO, and of the unconstitution-
ality of the BAP provisions of 28 U.S.C. §158(b) could
not have been dealt with in bankruptcy court for lack
of jurisdiction, there were no items in the record that
Appellees could have additionally designated if these
issues had been included in Appellant’s s R. 8006
statement so no harm has been caused by their

inclusion in the Rule 8010(c) statement ..........cccocceveuernccnuencnnnnee

VII. The unaccounted-for money establishes fraud & warrants

the relief sought.........cccccciviiiiiii
d. Table of Post-Addendum Items in the Record ........ccooemeeeeeeeiiieeeeeeeeeenn.

Dated:  August 1. 2006
59 Crescent Street.
Brooklyn, NY 11208-1515
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VII.A.3. Contact information with detailed index to exhibits,
organized by categories listed in the order in which the

Follow the money! investigation may proceed (see also the
alphabetically organized table at TOEC:76)

I. The web of personal relationships in
WDNY (Stat. of Facts 4914 et seq.)
and the bkr fraud scheme (C:660)

a) The bankrupts
b) The trustees

C) The judges & their staffs
i) Bankruptcy Court, WDNY
ii) District Court, WDNY

Lawyvers and law firms

Q.

)

Bankruptcy professionals

-~

Warehousers

Financial Institutions

U.S. attorneys
FBI agents

= Q@
N N N N N N

o

II. Higher courts protecting their judicial
peers (Stat. of Facts 58A et seq.)

a) Court of Appeals for the 2nd Circuit
i) CA2 Judges
ii) Staff of CA2
b) Judicial Council of 2nd Circuit
i) Circuit Justice
ii) Circuit Judges
iii) District Judges
C) Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts
d) Judicial Conference of the U.S.

i) Executive Committee

ii) Conference Members

iii) Committee to Review Circuit Council
Conduct and Disability Orders

e) Supreme Court of the United States

i) Judicial Conduct and Disability Act
Study Committee

f) U.S. Congress Committees on the
Judiciary

I. The web of personal
relationships in WDNY

a) The bankrupts

Palmer, David
Premier Van Lines, Inc.
1829 Middle Road
Rush, NY 14543
Tax id. no. 065-62-2753
(owner of Premier who filed for its bank-
ruptcy under Ch. 11, Reorganization)
(A:72910 et seq., 788A, 88§B, 290-295,
351)

Tbl of Exh of C:# pages supporting Dr. Cordero’s call of 8/1/6 for a virtual firm of lawyers & investigators

Premier Van Lines, Inc.
¢/o David Palmer
1829 Middle Road
Rush, NY 14543
Tax id.: 16-1542181 (A:565)
(storage and moving company)

DeLano, David Gene and Mary Ann
1262 Shoecraft Road
Webster, NY 14580
Tax id. Nos. 077-32-3894; 091-36-0517)
(debtors in In re DeLano who filed
under Ch. 13, Adjustment of debts of
individuals with regular income)
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a) who the DeLanos are (C:12969 99-16)
b) notice of meeting of creditors (C:581)

c) list of the DeLanos’ creditors (C:583 &
ToEC:25>583>Comment)

d) bankruptcy petition (C:585; D:23)

e) debt repayment plan (C:617; D:59)

f) documents requested by the DeLanos
(D:199, 206, 213)

g) documents produced (C:1469-1479;
D:165-188, 223-230, 280-282)

h) mortgages and unaccounted-for
proceeds (C:1312; 341-354, 472-491; cf
C:492)

i) analyses of documents (C:578)

j) table comparing claims on the DeLanos
(C:1415)

DeLano, David Gene
Assistant Vice President
M&T Bank
255 East Avenue
Rochester, NY 14604
tel. (585) 258-8475, (800) 724-2440
(3rd party defendant in Pfuntner
(A:82, 87; Pst:1285970);
(bkr. petitioner in DeLano (D:23-60)
defendant in Cordero v. DeLano)
(Pst:128188d-f)

b) The trustees

Executive Office of the U.S. Trustee
(EOUST)
20 Massachusetts Ave., N.W., Room 8000
Washington, D.C. 20530
tel. (202)307-1391; fax (202)307-0672
http:/ /www.usdoj.gov/ust/eo/ust_org
/ office_locator.htm

ToEC:272

Friedman, Lawrence A.
Director
Executive Office of the U.S. Trustees
20 Massachusetts Ave., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20530

tel. (202)307-1391; fax (202)307-0672

Martini, Deirdre A.

U.S. Trustee for Region 2

Office of the United States Trustee

55 Whitehall Street, 21st Floor

New York, NY 10004
tel. (212) 510-0500; fax (212) 668-2256
http:/ /www.usdoj.gov/ust/r02/

(D:90§VII, 137, 139, 141, 158, 307, 330)

Schwartz, Carolyn S.
United States Trustee for Region 2
3 Whitehall Street, Suite 2100
New York, NY 10004
tel. (212)510-0500; fax: (212)668-2256
(A:101, 102)

Schmitt, Kathleen Dunivin, Esq.
Assistant U.S. Trustee
Federal Office Building, Room 6090
100 State Street, Room 6090
Rochester, New York 14614
tel. (585) 263-5812; fax (585) 263-5862
(A:37, 38, 52, 102; D:8481V; D:160, 307,
470, 471, 474; ToEC:S§VILE Table 4)

Kyler, Christine
Assistant to Assistant U.S. Trustee
Federal Office Building, Room 6090
100 State Street, Room 6090
Rochester, New York 14614
tel. (585) 263-5812; fax (585) 263-5862
(D:474, 476, 495)

Gordon, Kenneth W., Esq.
Chapter 7 Trustee
Gordon & Schaal, LLP
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http://www.usdoj.gov/ust/eo/ust_org
http://www.usdoj.gov/ust/r02

Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org

100 Meridian Centre Blvd., Suite 120
Rochester, New York 14618
tel. (585) 244-1070; fax (585) 244-1085
(trustee for liquidating Premier)

a) re his 3,383 cases (C:641 &
ToEC:26>641>Comment; ToEC:91)

b) letters (A:1,2, 8, 19, 37, 83§F, 88§C)

Reiber, George M., Esq.
Chapter 13 Trustee
South Winton Court
3136 S. Winton Road, Suite 206
Rochester, NY 14623
tel. (585) 427-7225; fax (585) 427-7804
(trustee in DeLano)

a) re his 3,383 cases (C:641)

b) events on March 8, 2004 ((D:798§ 1&lII,
928C)
c) disregard of statutory duty to

investigate the DeLanos
(ToEC:111>row 1)

d) confirmation of the DeLanos” plan
(C:1052-1054; 1056; Add:1038)

e) knew the DeLanos have money
(C:1052, 1056, 1060, ToEC:45>1060>
Comment, C:1064 &
ToEC:46>1064>Comment

Weidman, James, Esq.
South Winton Court
3136 S. Winton Road, Suite 206
Rochester, NY 14623
tel. (585) 427-7225; fax (585) 427-7804
(attorney for Trustee Reiber)
(D:798§ 1&I1I)

c) The judges & their staffs

Internet links to all federal courts
http:/ /www.uscourts.gov/courtlinks/
(C:852)

Tbl of Exh of C:# pages supporting Dr. Cordero’s call of 8/1/6 for a virtual firm of lawyers & investigators

)Bankruptcy Court, WBNY

Bankruptcy Court (Buffalo)
U.S. Bankruptcy Court, WBNY
Olympic Towers, 300 Pearl St., Suite 250
Buffalo, NY 14242
tel. (716) 551-4130; fax (716)551-5103
http:/ /www.nywb.uscourts.gov/
(Official directory at ToEC:90)

Bankruptcy Court (Rochester)

U.S. Bankruptcy Court, WBNY

1400 U.S. Courthouse

100 State Street

Rochester, NY 14614
tel. (585) 613-4200; fax (585)613-4299
http:/ /www.nywb.uscourts.gov/

(Official directory at ToEC:89)

Ninfo, Bkr. Judge John C., II
United States Bankruptcy Court
1400 United States Courthouse
100 State Street
Rochester, NY 14614
tel. (585) 613-4200; fax (585)613-4299
(Official directory at ToEC:89)
(judge in Premier Van Lines, Pfuntner,
and DeLano
a) misconduct complaint (C:1, 63; E:1-60)
b) evidence of bias and disregard for
rule of law (C:951, 1313; A:801; D:231;
Pst:126988a-d)
c) motions to recuse (A:674; D:355
d) list of hearings and decisions presided
over or written by Judge Ninfo in
Pfuntner and DeLano, as of May 10,
2006 (C:1110)
e) failure to investigate (TOEC:§VILE
Table 4; Add:1051§II)
f) Judge Ninfo’s decisions at
http:/ /www.nywb.uscourts.gov/deci
sions/jcn.php to be searched for
patterns and inconsistencies

ToEC:273
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Warren, Paul R.
Bankruptcy Clerk
United States Bankruptcy Court
1400 United States Courthouse
100 State Street
Rochester, NY 14614

tel. (585) 613-4200

(C:1166, A:303; 334, 337, ToEA:§B.7)

Stickle, Todd
Deputy Clerk of Court
U.S. Bankruptcy Court, WBNY
1400 United States Courthouse
100 State Street
Rochester, NY 14614
tel. (585) 613-4223
(ToEA:8§B.7)

Dianetti, Mary
Bankruptcy Court Reporter
612 South Lincoln Road
East Rochester, NY 14445
tel. (585)586-6392
(C:1081 & 1083; C:1155-1165, 1167;
see Melissa Frieday below)

Frieday, Melissa
Court Reporter Contracting Officer
US. Bankruptcy Court, WBNY
Olympic Towers, 300 Pearl St., Suite 250
Buffalo, NY 14242
tel. (716) 551-4130; fax (716)551-5103
(cf. C:1152; C:1153, 1166)

i1) District Court, WDNY

District Court
U.S. District Court, WDNY
2120 U.S. Courthouse
100 State Street
Rochester, NY 14614-1387
tel. (585)613-4000
http:/ /www.nywd.uscourts.gov/

ToEC:274

District judges” decisions at
http:/ /www.nywd.uscourts.gov/de
cision/decision.php to be searched
for patterns and inconsistencies

Larimer, District Judge David G.
United States District Court
2120 U.S. Courthouse
100 State Street
Rochester, NY 14614-1387
tel. (585) 263-6263
(judge in appeals from Pfuntner and
DeLano)

a) list of orders (C:1278)

b) in Pfuntner (A:16548B)

c) efforts in DeLano to keep transcript
from Dr. Cordero (C:1108 &

ToEC:>C:1108>Comment; C:1170,
1183, 13038B, 1313, I)

d) disregard for statutory duty to
investigate bkr fraud (ToEC:111 Table
4; ToEC:>C:1108>Comment)

e) refusal to post digital record on
PACER (C:13079946-49 & Pst:1214)

Rand, Paula
Courtroom Deputy for Judge Larimer
United States District Court
2120 U.S. Courthouse
100 State Street
Rochester, NY 14614-1387

tel. (585)613-4040, (585) 263-6263
Early, Rodney C.
Clerk of Court
United States District Court
2120 U.S. Courthouse
100 State Street
Rochester, NY 14614-1387

tel. (585) 263-6263

(A:469, 457, 461, 462, 13708D)
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Ghysel, Margaret (Peggy)
Appeals Clerk
United States District Court
2120 U.S. Courthouse
100 State Street
Rochester, NY 14614-1387

tel. (585) 263-6263

(A:467a, 456, 460, 462, 13708D)

d) Lawyers and law firms

Beyma, Michael J., Esq.
Underberg & Kessler, LLP
1800 Chase Square
Rochester, NY 14604
tel. (585)-258-2890
(attorney for M&T and David DeLano
in Pfuntner)
(Add:531; Pst:12898f)
law firm’s tel. (585) 258-2800; fax (585)
258-282
http:/ /www.underberg-kessler.com/

Essler, Karl S., Esq.
Fix Spindelman Brovitz & Goldman, P.C.
295 Woodcliff Drive, Suite 200
Fairport, NY 14450
tel. (585) 641-8000; fax (585) 641-8080
http:/ /fixspin.com/fsbg.html
(attorney for David Dworkin and

Jefferson Henrietta Associates)
(A:725,727)

MacKnight, David, Esq.
Lacy, Katzen, Ryen & Mittleman, LLP
130 East Main Street
Rochester, New York 14604-1686
tel. (585) 454-5650; fax (585) 454-6525
http:/ /www lacykatzen.com/
(attorney for James Pfuntner)
(Add:531; A:495-505, 510)

Tbl of Exh of C:# pages supporting Dr. Cordero’s call of 8/1/6 for a virtual firm of lawyers & investigators

Stilwell, Raymond C., Esq.
Adair, Kaul, Murphy, Axelrod & Santoro,
LLP
The Law Center at Williamsville
17 Beresford Court
Williamsville, NY 14221
tel. (716) 565-2000
300 Linden Oaks, Suite 220
Rochester, NY 14625
tel. (585)248-3800; fax (585)248-4961
(Attorney for Premier & David
Palmer)
(A: 353-5, 341, 565)

Werner, Christopher K., Esq.
Boylan, Brown, Code
Vigdor & Wilson, LLP
2400 Chase Square
Rochester, NY 14604
tel. (585) 232-5300; fax (585) 232-3528
http:/ /www.boylanbrown.com/
(DeLanos’ attorney in their
bankruptcy case In re DeLano)
a) motion to disallow Dr. Cordero’s
claim (D:218, 249)
b) refusal to produce documents (D:287,
313; 320811, 325, 327)
¢) violation of FRBkrP 9011(b) (D:259;
Pst:128888e-f)

d) knew the DeLanos have money
(C:1059, 1060 & ToEC:45>1060>
Comment, >1064>Comment)

e) out of his 575 cases, 525 before Judge
Ninfo (ToEC:9193)

e) Bankruptcy professionals

Bonadio & Co. LLP
Accountants

Corporate Crossings
171 Sully's Trail Suite 201
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Pittsford, NY 14534-4557
tel. (585)381-1000; fax (585)381-3131
http:/ /www.bonadio.com/

(accounting firm in Premier)
(ToEA:15387; A:431, 967)

Reynolds, John, Auctioneer
tel. (315)331-8815
(Tr.97/13-20, 98/13-20, 102/2-19,
110/2-8, 110/23-111/4, 113/2-10,
115/4-17, 119/4-14, 121/9-17)

Teitsworth, Roy
Auctioneer
6502 Barber Hill Road
Geneseo, NY 14454
tel. (585)243-1563; fax (585)3311
http:/ /www.teitsworth.com/
(hired by Trustee Gordon in Premier)
(A:431, 576/97, 967, 986; ToEA:15387)

f) Warehousers

Pfuntner, James
2140 Sackett Road
Avon, NY 14414
tel. in NY (585)738-3105; (585)226-2122;
(585)226-8303; in Florida (954)321-6449)
a. Owner of the warehouse in Avon
and Plaintiff in Pfuntner
(A:18a, 21, 22, 56, 492, 510)
Western Empire Truck Sale, owner
2926 West Main Street
Caledonia, NYY 14423
tel. (585)538-2200; fax (585) 538-9858
Western Empire Storage, owner
Caledonia, NY 14423
tel. (585)538-6100

C.

Carter, Christopher, Owner
Champion Moving & Storage
795 Beahan Road

Rochester, NY 14624

ToEC:276

tel. (585) 235-3500; fax (585) 235-2105
cellular (585) 820-4645
(A:353-9/14; 109fn.8)

Ormand, John
tel. (585)226-8303)
(Manager of James Pfuntner’s
warehouse in Avon, NY)

(A:50092 et seq.; 503; 520949 et seq.)

Chris, John Ormand’s son)
(A:50092 et seq.; 503; 520949 et seq.)

Dworkin, David
Manager
Jefferson-Henrietta Warehouse
415 Park Avenue
Rochester, NY
tel. (585) 244-3575; fax 716-647-3555
(3rd party defendant in Pfuntner
(A:79, 88; 353-1/2&4)
(manager of Simply Storage
tel. (585) 442-8820;
officer of LLD Enterprises
tel. (585) 244-3575; fax (716)647-3555)

Jefferson Henrietta Associates
415 Park Avenue
Rochester, NY 14607
tel. (585) 244-3575; fax. (585) 473-3555
(3rd party defendant in Pfuntner)
(A:81, 88; 353-2; 108fn.5-8)

g) Financial Institutions

Creditors, financial institutions, and others
(C:583, 1354, 1464, 1481, 1488; D:324)

M&T Bank (Manufacturers & Traders
Trust Bank)

255 East Avenue

Rochester, NY 14604
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tel. (585) 258-8475, (800) 724-2440, 8472
http:/ /mtbna.com/
(defendant and cross-defendant in
Pfuntner & employer of David DeLano)
(A:83, 878I11.A)

Pusateri, Vince
Vice President
Manufacturers & Traders Trust Company
255 East Avenue
Rochester, NY 14604
tel. (585) 258-8472, 800-724-2440
(David DeLano’s boss)
(A:353-10-14)

h) U.S. attorneys

Department of Justice

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW

Washington, DC 20530-0001
main switchboard tel. (202)514-2000
Office of the Att. Gen. tel. (202)353-1555
http:/ /www.usdoj.gov

Attorney General Alberto Gonzales

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW

Washington, DC 20530-0001
main switchboard tel. (202)514-2000
Off. of the Att. Gen.’s tel. (202)353-1555
http:/ /www justice.gov/index.html
http:/ /www justice.gov/usao/ offices/

usa_listings2. html#n

Battle, Michael, Esq.

U.S. Attorney for WDNY

U.S. Attorney’s Office

138 Delaware Center

Buffalo, NY 14202
tel. (716)843-5700; fax (716)551-3052
http:/ /www justice.gov/usao/nyw/

Tbl of Exh of C:# pages supporting Dr. Cordero’s call of 8/1/6 for a virtual firm of lawyers & investigators

(C:1551, 1552, 1562-1566, 1568, 1601)

Floming, Mary Pat, Esq.
Assistant U.S. Attorney
U.S. Attorney’s Office for WDNY
138 Delaware Center
Buffalo, NY 14202

tel. (716)843-5700, ext. 867;

fax (716)551-3052

(C:1560, 1561)

Bowman, Jennie
Executive Assistant to the US Attorney
U.S. Attorney’s Office for WDNY
138 Delaware Center
Buffalo, NY 14202
tel. (716)843-5700; fax (716)551-3051
(C:1559)

Tyler, Bradley E., Esq.
U.S. Attorney in Charge
620 Federal Building
100 State Street
Rochester, NY 14614
tel. (585)263-6760; fax (585)263-6226
(C:1512, 1513, 1546, 1547)

Resnik, Richard, Esq.
Assistant U.S. Attorney
620 Federal Building
100 State Street
Rochester, NY 14614
tel. (585)263-6760; fax (585)263-6226
(C:1545, 1546, 1547)

U.S. Attorney’s Office for SDNY
One St. Andrews Plaza
New York, NY 10007
tel. (212)637-2200; fax (212)637-2611
http:/ /www justice.gov/usao/nys/
(see also Kelley, David N., Esq.)
(C:1345, 1391-1395, 1511, 1512;
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Kelley, David N., Esq.
U.S. Attorney for SDNY
One St. Andrews Plaza
New York, NY 10007
tel. (212)637-2200; fax (212)637-2611
http:/ /www justice.gov/usao/nys/
(C:1345,1391-1395, 1511, 1512)

Mauskopf, Roslynn, Esq.
U.S. Attorney for the EDNY
147 Pierrepont Street
Brooklyn, NY 11201
tel. (718)254-7000; fax (718)254-6479
http:/ /www justice.gov/usao/nye/
(C:1346, 1347)

i) FBI agents

Federal Bureau of Investigations
J. Edgar Hoover Building
935 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20535-0001

tel. (202) 324-3000

http:/ /www fbi.gov/

Ahearn, Peter
Special Agent in Charge
FBI Buffalo
7800 One FBI Plaza
Buffalo, NY 14202-2698
tel. (716) 856-7800; fax (716)843-5288
http:/ /buffalo.fbi.gov/
(C:1550)

FBI, Rochester Office
Rochester Resident Agent
300 Federal Building
100 State Street
Rochester NY 14614
tel. (585)546-2220); fax (585)546-2329

Damuro, Pasquale J.
Assistant Director in Charge

ToEC:278

FBI New York
26 Federal Plaza, 23rd. Floor
New York, NY 10278-0004
tel. (212)384-1000; emergency (212)384-
5000]
http:/ /newyork.tbi.gov/
(C:1331, 1348, 1391, 1396)

Il. Higher courts protecting their
judicial peers

a) Court of Appeals, 2nd Circuit
(CA2)

Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit
Thurgood Marshall U.S. Courthouse
40 Foley Square
New York, NY 10007
tel. (212) 857-8500
http:/ /www.ca2.uscourts.gov/

a) table of key documents and dates of
the judicial misconduct complaints
(ToeC:107)

b) lists of CA2 judges contacted either as
members of the Court or of the
Judicial Council, and titles of
documents sent (C:141, 653, 783, 887,
997, 1000, 1026; see also Judicial
Council, 2nd Circuit below)

c) CA2’s invitation to comment on ]J.
Ninfo’s reappointment (C:981)

1) comments (C:982, 1001, 1027)

2) letters to judges (C:995 & 997; 1000
& 999; 1025 & 1026)

1)CA2 Judges

Walker, Chief Judge John M., Jr.

a) complaint v. J. Ninfo (C:1; E:1, C:63,
105; cf. C:145)

b) complaint v. CJ] Walker (C:271, 632)
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¢) complaint v. staff (C:441, 465 & 442;
C:514 & 540; cf. C:657)

d) appeal In re Premier Van et al. (C:119 &
ToEC:10>119>Comment; cf. C:169)

i) motion re J. Ninfo’s bias (C:108)
e) petition for rehearing (C:122, 394 &
ToEC:18>394>Comment, C:403)

f) motions & orders re CJ] Walker’s
recusal (C:303, 337, 359 & 360; C:361 &
389; C:393 & ToEC:17>393>Comment)

g) unavailability of CA2 misconduct
orders (530, 533;
ToEC:22>536>Comment)

h) order to issue mandate (C:421)

Jacobs, CA2 Judge Dennis
(next eligible chief judge)
a) complaint v. J. Ninfo (C:111, 145)
b) complaint v. CJ] Walker (C:271 & 279,
391 & ToeC:17>391>Comment
c) complaint v. staff (C:316; cf. 656)

d) abrogation of WDNY rules (C:1285,
1317)

e) request to refer to U.S. Att. Gen. re bkr
fraud scheme (C:1285, 1317 &
ToEC:57>1317>Comment ; cf.
ToEC:18>405>Comment; C:1317)

Cabranes, Judge Jose A.
Calabresi, Judge Guido

Hall, Judge Peter W.

Jacobs, Judge Dennis (see above)

Katzmann, J. Robert A. &
Oakes, Judge James L.

a) appeal In re Premier Van et al. (C:119 &
ToEC:10>119>Comment; cf. C:169)

b) petition for rehearing (C:122, 394 &
ToEC:18>394>Comment, C:403)

¢) motion re J. Ninfo’s bias (C:108)

Tbl of Exh of C:# pages supporting Dr. Cordero’s call of 8/1/6 for a virtual firm of lawyers & investigators

d) motions & orders re CJ] Walker’s
recusal (C:303, 337 & 360; C:361 & 389;
C:393 & ToEC:17>393>Comment)

e) motion to refer to U.S. Att. Gen. re bkr
fraud scheme (C:404;
ToEC:18>405>Comment)

f) motion to stay mandate (C:395, 420, 421)

g) motion to refer to U.S. Att. Gen. re bkr fraud

scheme (C:404 & ToEC:18>405>Comment
h) complaint v. staff (C:441, 442, 514 & 540

Oakes, Judge James L.
a) (see]. Katzmann above; C:359

b) J. Ninfo’s reappointment (C:995)

Parker, Judge Barrington D. (C:1000)
Pooler, Judge Rosemary S. (C:652)

Raggi, Judge Reena (C:1025)

Sack, Judge Robert D. (C:319, 320)
Sotomayor, Judge Sonia

Straub, Judge Chester ]. (C:658)

Walker, Chief Judge John M., Jr. (see above)
Wesley, Judge Richard C. (C:359)

Winter, Judge Ralph K. (see also Judicial
Conference Committee to Review

Circuit Council Conduct and Disability
Orders)

i) Staff of CA2

MacKechnie, Roseann
Clerk of Court
Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit
40 Foley Square, Room 1802
New York, NY 10007
tel. (212) 857-8500

a) complaint v. J. Ninfo (C:1; E:1; C:63)

1) re letter to judges re complaint v. J.
Ninfo (C:142;

ToEC:279
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ToEC:11>142>Comment

complaint v. C] Walker (325;
ToEC:16>C:325>Comment

1) re letter to judges re complaint v. CJ
Walker (C: 320)

complaint v. staff (C:465 & 442, 491;
ToEC:20>491>Comment; C:492, 510;
cf. C:514)

petition for review re J. Ninfo (C:654,
656)

e) (see also Allen, Patricia)

Allen, Patricia Chin-

Deputy Clerk

Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit

40 Foley Square, Room 1802

New York, NY 10007

tel. (212)857-8702
complaint v. Judge Ninfo (C:62, 71 &
ToEC:8>71>Comment; C:73, 107, 109,
144)

complaint v. C] Walker (C:315; cf. 316;
C:326, 390)

complaint v. staff (C:465 & 442, 510)
petition for review re J. Ninfo (C:651,
657, 658, 671)

petition for review re CJ] Walker and
denial (C:716; 777-779; 780)

a)

Galindo, Fernando
Chief Deputy Clerk
Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit
40 Foley Square, Room 1802
New York, NY 10007
tel. (212) 857-8500

a) complaint v. staff (C:509 &
ToEC:21>509>Comment; C:537)

b) petition for review re J. Ninfo (C:621
& ToEC:25>621>Comment &C:622)

ToEC:280

Carr, Lucille
Deputy Clerk
Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit
40 Foley Square
New York, NY 10007
tel. (212)857-8521
(C121)

Rodriguez, Robert
Deputy Clerk
Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit
40 Foley Square
New York, NY 10007
tel. (212)857-8521
(A:507, 612)

Heller, Art (Arthur), Esq.
Calendar Officer
Calendar Office
Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit
40 Foley Square
New York, NY 10007
tel. (212) 857-8532

a) motions signed (C:360, 420, 540)

b) letters (A:1041, 1042, 1181, 1193;
D:285, 297)

b) Judicial Council, 2nd Circuit

Judicial Council of the Second Circuit
Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit
40 Foley Square, Room 1802
New York, NY 10007

tel. (212)857-8700; fax (212)857-8680

a) official information about the Judicial
Council
http:/ /www.ca2.uscourts.gov/
(C:775)

b) table of key documents and dates of

the judicial misconduct complaints
(ToEC:107)
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letters re complaint v. J. Ninfo (C:110,
112, 141)

petition for review re J. Ninfo and
denial (C:551 & 561; 623 &629; 672 &
ToEC:28>672>Comment)

1) letters to judges or clerks (C:652
&653; 654 & 655; 659 & 660)

2) from clerks (C:656-658; 667-670;
671)

table of CA2 judicial misconduct
orders (C:564; cf. C:973, C:980.k;
ToEC:980.k>Comment)

petition for review re CJ] Walker and
denial (C:711, 781)

1) letters (C:716, 717 &718; 777)
request to report evidence of judicial
wrongdoing & bkr fraud scheme to
U.S. Att. Gen (C: 782, 783, 785; cf.
C:404 & ToEC:18>405>Comments; see
also i) abrogatory request below)

1) money driving bkr fraud scheme
(C:660)
comments on J. Ninfo’s reappointment
1) CA2 invitation to comment (C:981)
2) comments (C:982, 1001, 1027)

3) letters to judges (C:995 & 997; 1000
& 999; 1025 & 1026)

request for abrogatory review of
WDNY Local Rule inconsistent with
FRCivP (C:1291)

1) letters (C:1285 & 1286; 1317 &
ToEC:57>1317>Comment)

2) request for report to Att. Gen (see
g) above)

tables of names, addresses, and
telephone numbers of the members of
the Judicial Council

1) displayed in tabular format for mail
merge (C:774)

2) displayed as block addresses
(C:112, 783)

1)Circuit Justice

Ginsburg, Justice Ruth
Circuit Justice for the Second Circuit
The Supreme Court of the United States
1 First Street, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20543

tel. (202) 479-3000

a) circuit justice for 2nd circuit (C:149)
b) complaint re J. Ninfo (C:110, C:653)

c) petition for review of Judicial Council
denials (C:855)

i) Circuit Judges
(see also Court of Appeals, 2nd Cir. above)
Cabranes, Judge Jose A. (C:141, 668, 778,
811)
Calabresi, Judge Guido (C:142, 670)
Jacobs, Judge Dennis (C:111, 656, 667)
Pooler, Judge Rosemary S. (C:652)
Straub, Judge Chester J. (C:142, 779)

Sack, Judge Robert D. (C:319; C:320)
Walker, Chief Judge John M., Jr. (C:669, 777)
Member of Judicial Council, 2nd Circuit
Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit
Thurgood Marshall U.S. Courthouse

40 Foley Square

New York, NY 10007
tel. (212)857-8700; fax (212)857-8680

1) District Judges

Chatigny, Chief Judge Robert N.
Member of Judicial Council, 2nd Circuit
U.S. District Court

for the District of Connecticut

450 Main Street

ToEC:281
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Hartford, Ct 06103
tel. (860) 240-3659
(C:139; ToeC:11>139>Comment)

Korman, Chief Judge Edward R.
Member of Judicial Council, 2nd Circuit
U.S. District Court, EDNY
225 Cadman Plaza East
Brooklyn, NY 11201

tel. (718) 330-2188

(C:659, 812)

Mukasey, Chief Judge Michael B.
Member of Judicial Council, 2nd Circuit
U.S. District Court, SDNY
500 Pearl Street, Rm 2240
New York, NY 10007
tel. (212) 805-0136; (212) 805-0234
(C:140 & ToEC:11>140>Comment

Scullin, Chief Judge Frederick J., Jr.
Member of Judicial Council, 2nd Circuit
U.S. District Court, NDNY
James T. Foley U.S. Courthouse
Albany, NY 12207-2924

tel. (518) 257-1800 or-1661

Arcara, Judge Richard J.

Member of the Judicial Council

U.S. District Court, WDNY

Olympic Towers, Ste. 250

300 Pearl St.

Buffalo, NY 14202-2501

tel. (716)551-4211; fax (716)551-4850

(C:717)

Sessions, Chief Judge William, III
Member of Judicial Council, 2nd Circuit
U.S. District Court for the District of Vermont
P.O. Box 945
Burlington, VT 05402-0945

tel. (802) 951-6395

ToEC:282

Milton, Karen Greve

2nd Circuit Executive

Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit

40 Foley Square

New York, NY 10007

tel. (212)857-8700; fax (212)857-8680

a) complaint v. J. Ninfo (C:143,
ToEC:12>143>Comment)
complaint v. staff (C: 466 &442 & 469;
508, 511, 513;
ToEC:21>513>Comment)

c) denial of petition for review re J.
Ninfo (C:672 & ToEC:672>Comment)

denial of petition for review re CJ
Walker (C:781 & ToEC:781>Comment;
C:811)

e) comments on J. Ninfo’s reappointment
(cf. C:981; C:982; 998; 1024 &
ToEC:44>C:1024>comment, 1066)

f) request for abrogatory review of
WDNY Local Rule inconsistent with
FRCivP (cf. C:1285 & 1286; C:1317 &
ToEC:57>1317>Comment))

b)

c) Administrative Office of the
U.S. Courts

Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts
Office of the General Counsel
One Columbus Circle, NE, Suite 7-290
Washington, DC 20544
tel. (202) 502-1100; fax (202) 502-1033
http:/ /www.uscourts.gov/adminoff.html
(C:685, 1120)

g) statistics on judicial misconduct
complaints (C:973 & ToEC:39>980.k-x
and Comment thereunder; see also
Judicial Conduct and Disability Act
Study Committee)

h) complaint v. court staff (C:685)

§VII.A.3. Contact information by categories ordered for the Follow the money! investigation
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i) petition for review of Judicial Council’s
denials re J. Ninfo and CJ Walker
(C:859 &ToEC:34>859>Comment; cf.
C:865 & 877)

j) court reporter’s refusal to certify her
transcript’s reliability (C:1120
&ToEC:49>1120>Comment)

Barr, Jeffrey, Esq.
Assistant General Counsel
Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts
Office of the General Counsel
One Columbus Circle, NE, Suite 7-290
Washington, DC 20544

tel. (202) 502-1100; fax (202) 502-1033

(C:681-684)

Burchill, William, Esq.
General Counsel
Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts
Office of the General Counsel
One Columbus Circle, NE, Suite 7-290
Washington, DC 20544

tel. (202)502-1100; fax (202)502-1033

statistics on systematic judicial complaint
dismissals (cf. C:877, 887, 890, 893, &
ToEC:37>893>Comment)

Deyling, Robert
Assistant General Counsel
Office of the General Counsel
Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts
One Columbus Circle, NE, Suite 7-290
Washington, DC 20544

tel. (202) 502-1100; fax (202) 502-1033

petition for review of Judicial Council’s
denials re J. Ninfo and CJ] Walker (C:859
&ToEC:34>859>Comment; cf. C:865 &
877)

Tbl of Exh of C:# pages supporting Dr. Cordero’s call of 8/1/6 for a virtual firm of lawyers & investigators

Rabiej, John K.
Chief of the Rules Committees Support
Office
Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts
One Columbus Circle, NE, Suite 7-290
Washington, DC 20544
tel. (202)502-1820
(C:861, 862 &
ToEC:35>862>Comment))

PACER (Public Access to Court
Electronic Records)
http:/ / pacer.psc.uscourts.gov/;
cf. https:/ /ecf.nywb.uscourts.gov/cgi-
bin/login.pl
(Stat. of Facts 2992, 11, 19, 33b)

d) Judicial Conference of the
U.S.

Executive Committee

Conference members

Committee to Review Circuit Council
Conduct and Disability Orders

Judicial Conference of the United States
Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts
Office of the General Counsel
One Columbus Circle, NE, Suite 7-290
Washington, DC 20544

tel. (202) 502-1100; fax (202) 502-1033

http:/ /www.uscourts.gov/judconfindex.html

a) reports (C:567, 568-572)
b) the 15 misconduct memoranda &
orders

1) request for - (C:681-683)
2) table (C:566)
3) text (C:1611)

¢) petition for review of Judicial Council’s
denials re J. Ninfo and CJ Walker
(C:823, 899; ToEC:35>862>Comment)

ToEC:283
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1) letters to members (C:851& 822; 855;
865 & 872)

2) replies (see the NOTE under
Conference Members below)

d) court reporter’s refusal to certify her
transcript’s reliability

1) petition for investigation and
replacement (C:1081, 1083 &
ToEC:47>1108>Comment, C:1115)

2) letters re petition to and from
members (except chairs of
Executive Committee below)
(C:1119; 1121, 1122, 1124)

3) Administrative Office (C:1120)

4) supplement to the petition (C:1127,
1151)

5) letters re supplement (C:1125, 1151)

e) Trustee Reiber and bkr fraud scheme
(C:1127,1151)

f) how to update the table of Conference
members (C:852)

1)Executive Committee

King, Chief Judge Carolyn Dineen
Chair of the Executive Committee of the
Judicial Conference
U.S. Court of Appeals for the 5th Circuit
515 Rusk Street, Room 11020
Houston, TX 77002
tel. (713)250-5750; fax (713)250-5050

600 Camp Street
New Orleans, LA 70130
tel. (504) 310-7700
a) petition for review of Judicial Council’s
denials re J. Ninfo and CJ] Walker (cf.
C:822 & 853)

1) request re Mr. Deyling’s letter
(C:859 & ToEC:34>859>Comment;
872 & 887; 891, 896 &
ToEC:38>896>Comment)

ToEC:284

2) Conference’s jurisdiction to review
petition (C:897, 971)

b) court reporter’s refusal to certify her
transcript’s reliability (C:1117, 1118, 1123;
1152, ToEC:51>1152>Comment & cf.
ToEC:52>1166>Comment & cf.
Add:1025)

Hogan, Chief Judge Thomas F.
Chair of the Executive Committee of the
Judicial Conference
U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia
333 Constitution Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20001
tel. (202) 354-3000
court reporter’s refusal to certify her transcript’s
reliability (C:1177, 1178, 1179;
ToEC:55>1271>comment)

i) Conference Members

NOTE: These were the members as of November
2004. (cf. C:852) The names with hyperlinks
indicate that they or their staffs replied to Dr.

Cordero’s c.2) petition for review (C:822 & 851).

Rehnquist, W., SCt | Flaum, J., 7th Cir.
Ginsburg, R, SCt | Stadtmueller, ].
Boudin, M., 1st Cir. | Loken, J., 8th Cir.
Laffitte, H., Rosenbaum, J.

Walker, |, Jr., 2nd Cir,| Schroeder, M., 9t Cir.
Scullin, F., Jr. Ezra, D.

Scirica, A., 3vd Cir. Tacha, D., 10t Cir.
Vanaskie, T. Russell, D.

Wilkins, W., 4th Cir. | Edmondson, J., 11tk Cir.
Norton, D. Forrester, J.

King, C., 5t Cir. Ginsburg, D., CA DCC
Feldman, M. Hogan, T.

Boggs, D., 6t Cir. Mayer, H.,, CA FC
Zatkoff, L. Restani, J., Int’ Trade

Rehnquist, Chief Justice William
Member of the Judicial Conference
Supreme Court of the United States

1 First Street, N.E
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Washington, D.C. 20543
tel. (202) 479-3000
a) petition for review of Judicial

Council’s denials re J. Ninfo and CJ
Walker (C:851, 865, 872)

b) court reporter’s refusal to certify her
transcript’s reliability (C:1121, 1122)

Ginsburg, Justice Ruth
Circuit Justice for the Second Circuit
Supreme Court of the United States
1 First Street, N.E
Washington, D.C. 20543
tel. (202) 479-3000
(C:855 & 857)

Boudin, Chief Judge Michael
Member of the Judicial Conference
U.S. Court of Appeals, First Circuit
John Joseph Moakley U.S. Courthouse
1 Courthouse Way
Boston, Massachusetts 02210

tel. (617) 748-4431; (617) 748-9057

Laffitte, Chief Judge Hector M.
Member of the Judicial Conference
U.S. District Court for the District of
Puerto Rico
150 Carlos Chardon Street
Clemente Ruiz-Nazario U.S. Courthouse
& Federico Degetau Federal Building
150 Carlos Chardon Street
Hato Rey, P.R. 00918
tel. (787) 772-3131

Walker, Chief Judge John M., Jr.
Member of the Judicial Conference
U.S. Court of Appeals, Second Circuit
Thurgood Marshall U.S. Courthouse
40 Foley Square, Room 1802
New York, NY 10007

tel. (212) 857-8500

Scullin, Chief Judge Frederick J., Jr.
Member of the Judicial Conference
U.S. District Court for the Northern
District of New York
U.S. Courthouse, 445 Broadway
Albany, NY 12207-2924
tel. (518) 257-1800

Scirica, Chief Judge Anthony J.
Member of the Judicial Conference
U.S. Court of Appeals, Third Circuit
22614 U.S. Courthouse
601 Market Street
Philadelphia, PA 19106

tel. (215) 597-2995

(C:851, 856 & ToEC:33>856>Comment)

Vanaskie, Chief Judge Thomas L.
Member of the Judicial Conference
U.S. District Court for the Middle District
of Pennsylvania
William J. Nealon Federal Building &
U.S. Courthouse
235 N. Washington Ave., P.O. Box 1148
Scranton, PA 18501
tel. (570) 207-5720

Wilkins, Chief Judge William W.
Member of the Judicial Conference
U.S. Court of Appeals, Fourth Circuit
Lewis F. Powell, Jr., U. S. Courthouse Annex
1100 East Main Street, Annex, Suite 501
Richmond, Virginia 23219-3517

tel. (804) 916-2700

Norton, Judge David C.

Member of the Judicial Conference

U.S. District Court for the District of South
Carolina

Post Office Box 835

Charleston, SC 29402
tel. (843) 579-1450
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King, Chief Judge Carolyn Dineen
Member of the Judicial Conference
U.S. Court of Appeals, Fifth Circuit
600 Camp Street
New Orleans, LA 70130
tel. (504) 310-7700
(see Executive Committee above)

Feldman, Judge Martin L. C.

Member of the Judicial Conference

U.S. District Court for the Eastern District
of Louisiana

500 Poydras Street, Room C555

New Orleans, LA 70130
tel. (504) 589-7550

Boggs, Chief Judge Danny J.
Member of the Judicial Conference
U.S. Court of Appeals, Sixth Circuit
Potter Stewart U.S. Courthouse
100 E. Fifth Street
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202-3988

tel. (513) 564-7000

Zatkoff, Chief Judge Lawrence P.
Member of the Judicial Conference
U.S. District Court for the Eastern District

of Michigan
Theodore Levin U.S. Courthouse, Rm. 703
231 W. Lafayette Blvd.
Detroit, MI 48226

tel. (313) 234-5110

(C:851 & 889 &
ToEC:37>889>Comment)

Flaum, Chief Judge Joel M.
Member of the Judicial Conference
U.S. Court of Appeals, Seventh Circuit
Dirksen Federal Building, Room 2702
219 S. Dearborn Street
Chicago, IL 60604

tel. (312) 435-5850

ToEC:286

Stadtmueller, Judge J. P.

Member of the Judicial Conference

U.S. District Court for the Eastern District
of Wisconsin

United States Courthouse

517 East Wisconsin Avenue

Milwaukee, WI 53202
tel. (414) 297-3372

Loken, Chief Judge James B.
Member of the Judicial Conference
U.S. Court of Appeals, Eighth Circuit
Federal Court Building
316 North Robert Street
St. Paul, MN 55101

tel. (651) 848-1300

Rosenbaum, Chief Judge James M.
Member of the Judicial Conference
U.S. District Court for the District of
Minnesota,
15E U.S. Courthouse
300 S. 4th Street
Minneapolis, MN 55415
tel. (612)664-5050

Schroeder, Chief Judge Mary M.
Member of the Judicial Conference
U.S. Court of Appeals, Ninth Circuit
Post Office Box 193939
San Francisco, CA 94119-3939

tel. (415) 556-9800

Ezra, Chief Judge David Alan
Member of the Judicial Conference
U.S. District Court for District of Hawaii
300 Ala Moana Boulevard, Rm C338
Honolulu, HI 96850

tel. (808) 541-1301

Tacha, Chief Judge Deanell R.
Member of the Judicial Conference
U.S. Court of Appeals, Tenth Circuit
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Byron White U.S. Courthouse
1823 Stout Street
Denver, CO 80257

tel. (303) 844-3157

Russell, Judge David L.

Member of the Judicial Conference

U.S. District Court for the Western District
of Oklahoma

U.S. Courthouse, Room 3309

200 NW 4th Street

Oklahoma City, OK 73102
tel. (405) 609-5000; (405) 609-5100

Edmondson, Chief Judge J. L.
Member of the Judicial Conference
U.S. Court of Appeals for the Eleventh Circuit
56 Forsyth Street., N.W.
Atlanta, GA 30303
tel. (404) 335-6100

Forrester, Senior Judge J. Owen
Member of the Judicial Conference
U.S. District Court for the Northern
District of Georgia
1921 Richard B. Russell Federal Building
and United States Courthouse
75 Spring Street, S.W.
Atlanta, GA 30303-3309
tel. (404) 215-1310

Ginsburg, Chief Judge Douglas H.
Member of the Judicial Conference
U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of
Columbia Circuit
E. Barrett Prettyman U.S. Courthouse
333 Constitution Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20001
tel. (202) 216-7280; (202) 216-7190
a) petition for review of Judicial Council’s
denials re J. Ninfo and CJ] Walker
(C:876, cf. & ToEC:34>858>Comment)

b) court reporter’s refusal to certify her

Tbl of Exh of C:# pages supporting Dr. Cordero’s call of 8/1/6 for a virtual firm of lawyers & investigators

transcript’s reliability (C:1119, 1124)

Hogan, Chief Judge Thomas F.
Member of the Judicial Conference
U.S. District Court for the District of

Columbia
333 Constitution Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20001

tel. (202) 354-3420

(see Executive Committee above)

Mayer, Chief Judge Haldane Robert
Member of the Judicial Conference
U.S. Court Appeals, Federal Circuit
717 Madison Place, N.W
Washington, D.C. 20439
tel. (202) 312- 5527
(C:865)

Restani, Chief Judge Jane A.
Member of the Judicial Conference
U.S. Court of International Trade
One Federal Plaza
New York, NY 10278-0001

tel. (212) 264-2018

a) petition for review of Judicial Council’s
denials re J. Ninfo and CJ] Walker
(C:858 & ToEC:34>858>Comment;
C:875 & ToeC:35>875>Comment)

1i1) Committee to Review
Circuit Council Conduct and
Disability Orders

Committee to Review Circuit Council
Conduct and Disability Order
Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts
Office of the General Counsel
One Columbus Circle, NE, Suite 7-290
Washington, DC 20544

tel. (202) 502-1100; fax (202) 502-1033

a) reports to the Judicial Conference

ToEC:287
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(C:569-572; cf. C:973 & ToEC:980.k and
Comment thereunder; C:1374, 1376-
1379)

1) table of all 15 memoranda & orders
(C:566, 1373)

2) text (C:1611)

Winter, Judge Ralph K., Jr.
Chairman
Committee to Review Circuit Council
Conduct and Disability Orders
Thurgood Marshall U.S. Courthouse
40 Foley Square
New York, NY 10007
tel. (212)857-8700; fax (212)857-8680
(C:877; cf. C:890, C:893 &
ToEC:37>893>Comment; 935, 936,
968; cf. C:967)
a) request to forward petition for review
to Conference (C:877; cf. 890; & C:893)

1) statement of facts (881)

b) request to submit to whole Committee
(C:935, 936, 967, 968, 972)

Bowman, Judge Pasco M.
Member of the Committee to Review Cir.

Council Conduct and Disability Orders
U.S. Court of Appeals for the 8th Circuit
111 South 10th Street
St. Louis, MO 63102

tel. (816) 512-5800

(C:967-968; cf. 574)

Dimmick, Judge Carolyn R.
Member of the Committee to Review Cir.
Council Conduct and Disability Orders
U. S. District Court for the Western
District of Washington
700 Stewart Street
Seattle, WA 98101
tel. (206) 370-8400
(cf. C:967-968)

ToEC:288

Sanders, Judge Barefoot
Member of the Committee to Review Cir.
Council Conduct and Disability Orders

U. S. District Court, Northern District of Texas

1100 Commerce Street, Room 1504
Dallas, Texas 75242-1003
tel. (214) 753-2375; fax: (214) 753-2382
(cf. C:967-968)

Sloviter, Judge Dolores K.
Member of the Committee to Review Cir.

Council Conduct and Disability Orders
U. S. Court of Appeals for the 3rd Circuit
18614 U.S. Courthouse
601 Market Street
Philadelphia, PA 19106

tel. (215) 597-1588

(cf. C:967-968; C:972 &
ToEC:39>972>Comment)

Winter, Judge Ralph K, Jr. (see above)

e) Supreme Court of the U.S.

Supreme Court of the United States
1 First Street, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20543

tel. (202)479-3211

year-end reports (C:573 &
ToEC:24>573>Comment; C:980.k &
ToEC:40>980.x>Comment)

Rehnquist, Chief Justice William
Supreme Court of the United States
1 First Street, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20543
tel. (202)479-3000
(see Judicial Conference)

Ginsburg, Justice Ruth
Circuit Justice for the 2nd Circuit
Supreme Court of the United States
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1 First Street, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20543
tel. (202)479-3000

re misconduct complaints (C:110; 855,
857)

Breyer, Justice Stephen
(see Judicial Conduct and Disability Act
Study Committee)

Suter, William K.
Clerk of the Supreme Court of the U.S.
Office of the Clerk
Washington, D.C. 20543-0001
tel. (202)479-3023
(C:857,1121)

Blalock, M.
Office of the Clerk of the Supreme Court
of the U.S.
Washington, D.C. 20543-0001
tel. (202)479-3023
(C:857,1121)

Arbur, Cathy

Public Information Officer

Public Information Office

Supreme Court of the United States

1 First Street, N.E.

Washington, D.C. 20543

tel. (202)479-3050. (202)479-3000
(C:573, 980.k;
ToEC:>C:980.x>Comment; A:1601)

Turner, Ed
Deputy Public Information Officer
Public Information Office
Supreme Court of the United States
1 First Street, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20543

tel. (212)479-3211

Tbl of Exh of C:# pages supporting Dr. Cordero’s call of 8/1/6 for a virtual firm of lawyers & investigators

1)Judicial Conduct and
Disability Act Study
Committee

Breyer, Justice Stephen
Chairman
Judicial Conduct and Disability
Act Study Committee
Supreme Court of the United States
1 First Street, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20543
tel. (202) 479-3211
http:/ /www.supremecourtus.gov/pu
blicinfo/press/pr_04-13-04.html

a) announcement of first meeting (C:574)

b) systematic complaint dismissal (C:973,
ToEC:980.k and Comment thereunder)

c) no need of Study to know of complaint
dismissal (Stat. of Facts 10932)

Barker, Judge Sarah Evans
Member of the Judicial Conduct and
Disability Act Study Committee
U.S. District Court for the Southern
District of Indiana
46 East Ohio Street, Room 210
Indianapolis, IN 46204
tel. (317) 229-3600; fax (317) 229-3607
(C:574)

Bowman, Judge Pasco M.
Member of the Judicial Conduct and
Disability Act Study Committee
U.S. Court of Appeals for the 8th Circuit
111 South 10th Street
St. Louis, MO 63102
tel. (816) 512-5800, (314) 244-2400
(C:574; 967)

Hornby, Judge D. Brock

Member of the Judicial Conduct and
Disability Act Study Committee

U.S. District Court for the District of

ToEC:289
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Maine
156 Federal Street
Portland, Maine 04101
tel. (207)780-3280; fax (207)780-3152
(C:574)

Rider, Sally M.
Administrative Assistant to the Chief
Justice
Member of the Judicial Conduct and
Disability Act Study Committee
Supreme Court of the United States
1 First Street, N.E
Washington, D.C. 20543
tel. (202)479-3211
(C:574)

Wilkinson, Judge J. Harvie, III
Member of the Judicial Conduct and
Disability Act Study Committee
U.S. Court of Appeals for the 4th Circuit
255 West Main Street
Charlottesville, VA 22902
tel. (434)296-7063
(C:574)

f) U.S. Congress, Committees
on the Judiciary

U.S. House of Representatives
Committee on the Judiciary
2138 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

tel. (202) 225-3951

http:/ /judiciary.house.gov/

www.house.gov/judiciary

(C:1354; ToEC>C:1352>Comment)

Sensenbrenner, Chairman F. James Jr.,
U.S. HR Committee on the Judiciary
U.S. House of Representatives

2138 Rayburn, House Office Building

ToEC:290

Washington, DC 20515
(cf. C:574; C:576,1352;
ToEC>C:1352>Comment)
www.house.gov/judiciary

U.S. Senate News Advisory, Contact:
Jetf Lungren/Terry Shawn
tel. (202)225-2492

(C:576)

U.S. Senate
Judiciary Committee
224 Dirken Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510
tel. (202) 224-5225; fax: (202) 224-9102
http:/ /judiciary.senate.gov/
(C:1354; ToEC>C:1352>Comment)

Hatch, Chairman Orrin G.
U.S. Senate, Judiciary Committee
224 Dirksen Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510
tel. (202) 224-5251; fax: (202) 224-6331
(C:1353, ToEC>C:1352>Comment)
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(from ToeC:89) VII.A. 2. Official Directory of the Bankruptcy Court in
Rochester and Buffalo, NY

Rochester - Judge John C. Ninfo Il - Chambers Staff

Andrea Siderakis Judicial Assistant (585) 613-4200
Megan Dorr Law Clerk (585) 613-4200
Administrative

Section

Paul R. Warren Clerk of Court (585) 613-4200

Todd M. Stickle Deputy-in-Charge (585) 613-4223

Operations Section Chapter 7 + 13
BK Case # Range

(585) 613-4200 91-96

(585) 613-4200 97-99

(585) 613-4200 00-10

(585) 613-4200 11-21

Torry Hirsch Supervisor

Jane Murphy Data Quality Analyst/Trainer
Tina Folwell Case Manager

Lisa Lawson Case Manager/Trainer

Ginny Wheeler Case Manager (585) 613-4200 22-32
Amy Andrews Case Manager (585) 613-4200 33-43
Carm Capogreco Case Manager (585) 613-4200 44-54
Annette Lampley Case Manager (585) 613-4200 55-65
Judy Middleton Case Manager (585) 613-4200 66-76
Paula Finucane Case Manager (585) 613-4200 77-83 + odd

Karen Tacy

Larraine Parkhurst

NOTE: Chapter 11 case assignments are rotated among Tina, Lisa, Ginny, Amy, Carm, Annette and Judy.

Case Manager

Courtroom/Calendar Deputy

Intake/Financial Section

Michele Telesca
Maggie Clifford

Tbl of Exh of C:# pages supporting Dr. Cordero’s call of 8/1/6 for a virtual firm of lawyers & investigators

Intake Clerk
Intake Clerk

(585) 613-4200

(585) 613-4200

(585) 613-4200
(585) 613-4200

numbered A.P. cases

84-90 + even

numbered A.P. cases

ToEC:291



United States District Court
Western District of New York

Notice

Effective immediately the telephone numbers for the Rochester division of the United
States District Court judicial officers and staff have changed. Please update your
directories with these new numbers:

U.S. District Judge David G. Larimer

Main NUMDbDET ... e (585) 613-4040
FAX NUMDET e (585) 613-4045
Paula Rand, Courtroom Deputy........ccceviiiiiiannnnnn. (585) 613-4044
David Chapus, Law Clerk ..........oovviviiiiiiiiiiiiin.. (585) 613-4042
Kathryn Lee, Law Clerk ......coooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiaes (585) 613-4043
U.S. District Judge Charles J. Siragusa
Main NUMDEr. ... (585) 613-4050
FAX NUMDET .. (585) 613-4055
U.S. District Judge Michael A. Telesca
Main NUMDEY . ... e (585) 613-4060
FAX NUMDET -t (585) 613-4065
Melissa Schoen, Courtroom Deputy ..........ccccoennnn. (585) 613-4064
Law ClIerksS ... e (585) 613-4067
U.S. Magistrate Judge Jonathan W. Feldman
Main NUMDbDET ... e (585) 613-4070
FAX NUMDET ... et (585) 613-4075
U.S. Magistrate Judge Marian W. Payson
Main NUMDE . ... eaees (585) 613-4080
FAX NUMDET e (585) 613-4085
Catherine Marr, Courtroom Deputy ...................... (585) 613-4084
Rodney C. Early, Clerk of Court
Main NUMDEr. ... (585) 613-4000
FAX NUMDET -t (585) 613-4035
Jean Marie McCarthy, Operations Supervisor........... (585) 613-4010
Electronic Case Filing Help Desk ........ccoiiiiiiiiaa. (585) 613-4036

ToEC:282 §VIIL.A.2 Official Directories of the Bankruptcy Court in Rochester and Buffalo, NY



Blank



Blank

Last page



	1-10 Statemt Facts for JDR
	I. Evidence from 11 cases
	II. The pattern of wrongful acts 
	A. CJ Walker & J Jacobs knew

	III. Refusal to Follow the money! 
	IV. Call class action & firm 

	ToE C:1 Call class action & firm
	C:1 I. Table of the 11 underlying cases
	C:2 II. Summary of Contents
	C:2 III. Contents of ToEC:# pages 
	C:2 IV. The C, A, D, Add, Pst:# pages
	C:3 V. Headings of descriptive titles
	C:4 VI. Authorities Cited (AuC:#)
	C:4 VII. Roles of persons and entities 

	C:5 IV. The C, A, D, Add, Pst:# pages
	C:7 V. Descriptive titles of exhibits & comments 
	C:7 A. Complaint v Judge Ninfo
	C:12 1. From Pfuntner before J Ninfo to CA2 

	C:13 B. Complaint v CJ Walker, CA2
	C:19 C. Complaint v clerks
	C:23 D. Appeal Jud Council re J Ninfo
	C:28 E. To Administrative Office U.S. Courts
	C:29 F. Appeal J Council re CJ Walker
	C:32 G. Appeal J Conference re judges
	C:42 H. Reappointment of J Ninfo
	C:46 I.. To Jud Conf re Ct Reporter 
	C:55 J. To J Council re dis local rule
	C:57 K. To U.S. Attorneys & FBI
	1. In New York City
	2. In Rochester & Buffalo, NY

	C: 66 L. To Justice Breyer Committee

	C:71 VI. Authorities Cited (AuC:#)
	C:76 VII. Persons & entities in 11 cases 
	C:76 A.1. Alphabetical contact info
	C:89 A.2. Directory Bkr Cts,WDNY
	C:91 B. Searches on PACER
	C:101 C. List of tables in Exhibits
	C:105 D. List of reproduced tables 
	C:107 1. Key Documents & Dates
	C:109 2. Contempt for law & litigants
	C:110 3. Where DeLanos’ $673K + $98K?
	C:111 4. Disregarded duty to investigate



	ToE A:121 Pfuntner,WBNY>CA2>SCt
	A:121 Tbl Procedural history & Headings
	A:121 A. In Bkr Ct, WBNY
	A:122 B. In District Ct, WDNY
	A:123 C. Ct of Appeals, 2nd Cir (CA2)
	A:123 D. Sup Ct: petition for certiorari

	A:124 A. In Bkr Ct, WDNY
	A:132 B. Appeal to Dis Ct, WDNY
	A:132 1. Tr Gordon's mtn to dismiss
	A:134 2. In Bkr Ct to extent time
	A:135 3. Transcript of Bkr hearing
	A:135 4. Default judgment v Palmer
	A:138 5. Search of property & trip
	A:138 a. Finding property before Pfuntner
	A:141 b. From Pfuntner to pretrial conference
	A:144 c. To inspection on 5/19/3 
	A:147 d. Default judgmt refused again
	A:148 e. Mtn sanctins false representation
	A:148 f. Mtn sactions discovery orders
	A:149 g. Pfuntner's mtn to admit

	A:150 6. Hearings 10/16/3, WBNY
	A:153 7. Docs liquidation of Premier

	A:154 C. Appeal to Ct Appeal, 2nd Cir
	A:154 1. Incomplete docs WDNY to CA2
	A:154 a. Appeal to CA2 & dockets
	A:155 b. Incomplete transmission of docs
	A:155 1) in Cordero v Tr Gordon
	A:155 2) in Cordero v Palmer

	A:156 c. Docs missing in CA2

	A:157 2. Pleadings Premier Van et al., CA2 
	A:157 3. Mtns & oral argument in Premier Van, CA2 
	A:159 4. Writ of mandamus in CA2
	A:160 5.Petition rehearing Premier Van 
	A:165 6. To quash in CA2 Ninfo’s order
	A:167 7. Denial rehearing in CA2

	A:168 D: Petition certiorari SupCt

	ToE D:201 Designation in DeLano
	D:201 Table of Headings
	D:204 I. Banker DeLano's bankruptcy
	D:210 II. Artifice to disallow Dr. Cordero's claim
	D:215 III. DeLanos' string of mortgages

	ToE Add:221 Addendum to designation
	Add:221 Table of Headings
	Add:222 IV. Dis J Larimer to suppress transcript
	Add:229 V. Ct Reporter: no reliable transcript
	Add:231 VI. J Larimer's refusal of docs

	ToE Pst:251 Post-Addendum in DeLano
	Pst:251 VII. J Larimer: no posting of digital docs

	C:271 Contact info by categories
	judicial-discipline-reform.org
	Table of Exhibits
	http://judicial-discipline-reform.org/2%20%20%20C%201-1740%20%20exhibits/C%201-5%20%20E1-60%20%20C60-270.pdf


		DrRCordero@Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org
	2007-04-03T13:09:11-0400
	Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq.




