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Before The 
United Nations Human Rights Committee 

Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights  
United Nations Office at Geneva  

1211 Geneva 10, Switzerland 
 

Zena D. Crenshaw-Logal, Rodney A. Logal, ) 
Andrew D. Jackson, and all similarly ) 
situated Americans,    ) 

 Complainants,   ) 
      ) 

-vs-    ) For communications under the 
      ) Optional Protocol to the International  
The United States of America,  ) Covenant on Civil and Political Rights 

 Respondent.    ) 
      ) 
 
 Date: May 28, 2015 
 

I. Information on the complainant: 
 

 Name:  Crenshaw-Logal First name(s):  Zena D. 
Nationality:  American Date and place of birth:  9/25/1959 - Gary, Indiana      
Address for correspondence on this complaint:   

7519 W. 77th Avenue 
Crown Point, IN  46307          
USA 

Submitting the communication: 
on his/her own behalf:  x      on behalf of another person:  x 
 

 Name:  Logal     First name(s):  Rodney A. 
Nationality:  American Date and place of birth:  9/15/1940 - Gary, Indiana      
Address for correspondence on this complaint:   

7519 W. 77th Avenue 
Crown Point, IN  46307          
USA 

Submitting the communication: 
on his/her own behalf:  x      on behalf of another person:  x 
 

 Name:  Jackson    First name(s):  Andrew D.  
Nationality:  American Date and place of birth:  11/19/1943 - Fort Wayne, IN      
Address for correspondence on this complaint:   

7519 W. 77th Avenue 
Crown Point, IN  46307          
USA 
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Submitting the communication: 
on his/her own behalf:  x      on behalf of another person:  x 

 
If you are not acting with the advance knowledge and consent of similarly 

situated Americans, please explain the nature of your relationship with them and 

detail why you consider it appropriate to bring this complaint on their behalf:   

The complainants are co-founders and Executive Committee board members for 

National Judicial Conduct and Disability Law Project, Inc.  (NJCDLP), a U.S. non-profit 

legal reform organization.  NJCDLP was incorporated under the laws for non-profit 

corporations of the State of Indiana in November 2004.  Except for one (1) year from 

some time in 2003 to approximately July 2004, the complainants have worked together 

full-time as good government advocates starting in 1998.  They are and have always 

been judicial accountability specialists, but have been part of challenging every 

seriously questionable aspect of America’s legal system and otherwise championing 

human rights since 2008.1  

                                                           
1 National Judicial Conduct and Disability Law Project, Inc. (NJCDLP), also known as The Law Project, is 

online at http://www.njcdlp.org  The organization’s advocacy scheme is as follows:  All of the banner 

groups listed below are under NJCDLP’s corporate umbrella.  Each has its own programs, projects, and 

initiatives.  They are all whistleblower protection advocates and especially advocate for judicial whistleblowers. 

 

JUDICIAL REFORM:  (NFOJA) National Forum On Judicial Accountability at 

http://50states.ning.com/    
 

 Citizen Panels On Judicial Misconduct at http://www.njcdlp.org/#!nfoja-cases/c20nu 
 Drum Majors for Truth at http://www.dm4t.org/ 

 

LEGAL REFORM:  (POPULAR) Power Over Poverty Under Laws of America Restored at 

http://www.popular4people.org/  
 

 Plea for Justice Program at http://www.plea4justice.org/  
 Golden Badge at http://goldenbadge.tumblr.com/  

 

HUMAN RIGHTS: (OAK) Organizations Associating for the Kind of Change America Really Needs at 

http://www.oak4change.org/  

### 

NJCDLP will itself undertake a program, project, and/or initiative that do(es) not fit exactly under any of 
the above banner groups.  As of now those efforts are: 
 

 Theatre for Justice at http://www.t4j.co/ 
 Matthew Fogg Symposia at http://www.matthewfoggevent.com   
 (JEDI) Judicial Engineering Documented and Impeded at https://jedi1.wikispaces.com 
 The Third Degree at http://www.thethirddegree.net  
 The Law Project Daily at http://paper.li/NFOJA/1346355760 
 The Law Project Blog at http://www.dailykos.com/blog/The%20Law%20Project 
 Justice Trio Campaign at http://www.njcdlp.org/#!justice-trio/c1j1u 
 Coalition for Court Transparency at http://www.openscotus.com/  
 Marafa Watch at http://marafa-watch.tumblr.com/   

http://www.njcdlp.org/
http://50states.ning.com/
http://www.njcdlp.org/#!nfoja-cases/c20nu
http://www.dm4t.org/
http://www.popular4people.org/
http://www.plea4justice.org/
http://goldenbadge.tumblr.com/
http://www.oak4change.org/
http://www.t4j.co/
http://www.matthewfoggevent.com/
https://jedi1.wikispaces.com/
http://www.thethirddegree.net/
http://paper.li/NFOJA/1346355760
http://www.dailykos.com/blog/The%20Law%20Project
http://www.njcdlp.org/#!justice-trio/c1j1u
http://www.openscotus.com/
http://marafa-watch.tumblr.com/
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Through NJCDLP, the complainants transitioned from local to national activism.  While 

NJCDLP is a grassroots organization, it ambitiously functions as a think tank, public 

policy advocate, program administrator, community organizer, and non-profit 

corporation.  Facilitating these roles requires NJCDLP administrators to remain abreast 

of relevant legislation, court decisions, policies, practices, patterns, trends, analyses, 

controversies, proposals, public outcry, landmark legal claims, and social justice 

movements.  As NJCDLP’s Executive Director and lead strategist, complainant Zena D. 

Crenshaw-Logal monitors these matters very closely.2   

Inspired by Shreya Mandal, JD, LMSW and her article, Why Calling It Trauma Minimizes 

American Torture,3 NJCDLP administrators4 set out to define the elements of persecution 

and torture imposed through U.S. legal system abuse.  When the effort began, their 

primary focus was on validating the thousands of Americans subjected to serial 

violations of their federal rights under color of law, including but not limited to court 

action.  It seemed that describing their experiences as the persecution if not torture they 

appear to be, would help establish that related trauma was not self-imposed or 

reflective of some character deficiency on the part of those tortured.  Unfortunately or 

fortunately, depending on perspective . . . or perhaps the better term is unexpectantly, 

NJCDLP’s featured evidence derived from escalating persecution of complainants 

Rodney A. Logal, his wife Zena D. Crenshaw-Logal, and Andrew D. Jackson.   

In describing violations of their rights via the complaint at hand, the complainants attest 

to a persistent, national pattern of persecution which for innumerable Americans is 

torture proscribed by the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights; 

Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or 

Punishment; and The Universal Declaration of Human Rights.  The referenced pattern is 

multifaceted in that the corresponding persecution/torture evidences distinct goals 

overlaying a discernible modality of U.S. legal system abuse.  While the complainants 

consider themselves persecuted more than tortured in a global sense, it is because they 

are resilient  not because relevant events fall short of severe human rights violations.   

The complainants hail from a class of Americans who are not only unsuccessful litigants; 

we suffer life-altering, unnecessarily devastating U.S. court decisions that essentially 

                                                                                                                                                                                     
 
2  A public profile of Crenshaw-Logal is at https://www.linkedin.com/in/zenadcrenshawlogal  

3 Mandal, Shreya. (2015, April 20). Why Calling It Trauma Minimizes American Torture. Retrieved from 

http://www.socialworkhelper.com/2015/04/20/calling-trauma-minimizes-american-torture/ 

4 At the helm of the effort are complainants Zena D. Crenshaw-Logal and Andrew D. Jackson who both 

received Juris Doctorate degrees in the 1980s.  Crenshaw-Logal was a civil trial attorney and is still a 

lawyer although her bar admissions are currently limited to the U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals for the 

Seventh Circuit. 

https://www.linkedin.com/in/zenadcrenshawlogal
http://www.socialworkhelper.com/2015/04/20/calling-trauma-minimizes-american-torture/
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punish our championing of public interests (in the course of trying to protect our 

personal rights) and reward the historically shunned if not outright condemned conduct 

of our opponents.  Nothing short of a miracle has allowed the complainants’ quest for 

individual relief and broader reform to persist long enough to expose a template of 

repression and oppression through U.S. legal system abuse.  That they have the 

wherewithal to document this pattern internationally confirms that the complainants’ 

related harm is less representative than the annihilation they currently face.                            

 
II. State concerned/Articles violated 
     
Name of the State against which the complaint is directed: 

United States of America 

Articles of the Covenant or Convention alleged to have been violated: 

 International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights 

o Article 2, ¶3(a) and (b):  3. Each State Party to the present Covenant 

undertakes:  (a) To ensure that any person whose rights or freedoms as 

herein recognized are violated shall have an effective remedy, 

notwithstanding that the violation has been committed by persons acting 

in an official capacity; (b) To ensure that any person claiming such a 

remedy shall have his right thereto determined by competent judicial, 

administrative or legislative authorities, or by any other competent 

authority provided for by the legal system of the State, and to develop the 

possibilities of judicial remedy; 

o Article 7:  No one shall be subjected to torture or to cruel, inhuman or 

degrading treatment or punishment. In particular, no one shall be 

subjected without his free consent to medical or scientific 

experimentation.   

o Article 14, ¶1.: 1. All persons shall be equal before the courts and 

tribunals. In the determination of any criminal charge against him, or of 

his rights and obligations in a suit at law, everyone shall be entitled to a 

fair and public hearing by a competent, independent and impartial 

tribunal established by law.  

o Article 17: 1. No one shall be subjected to arbitrary or unlawful 

interference with his privacy, family, home or correspondence, nor to 

unlawful attacks on his honour and reputation.  2. Everyone has the right 

to the protection of the law against such interference or attacks. 
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o Article 19: 1. Everyone shall have the right to hold opinions without 

interference.  2. Everyone shall have the right to freedom of expression; 

this right shall include freedom to seek, receive and impart information 

and ideas of all kinds, regardless of frontiers, either orally, in writing or in 

print, in the form of art, or through any other media of his choice.  3. The 

exercise of the rights provided for in paragraph 2 of this article carries 

with it special duties and responsibilities. It may therefore be subject to 

certain restrictions, but these shall only be such as are provided by law 

and are necessary:  (a) For respect of the rights or reputations of others; 

(b) For the protection of national security or of public order (ordre 

public), or of public health or morals. 

o Article 26: All persons are equal before the law and are entitled 

without any discrimination to the equal protection of the law. In this 

respect, the law shall prohibit any discrimination and guarantee to all 

persons equal and effective protection against discrimination on any 

ground such as race, colour, sex, language, religion, political or other 

opinion, national or social origin, property, birth or other status.     

 Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading 

Treatment or Punishment 

o Article 16, ¶1.: 1. Each State Party shall undertake to prevent in any 

territory under its jurisdiction other acts of cruel, inhuman or degrading 

treatment or punishment which do not amount to torture as defined in 

article I, when such acts are committed by or at the instigation of or with 

the consent or acquiescence of a public official or other person acting in 

an official capacity. In particular, the obligations contained in articles 10, 

11, 12 and 13 shall apply with the substitution for references to torture of 

references to other forms of cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or 

punishment. 

 The Universal Declaration of Human Rights 

o Article 5: No one shall be subjected to torture or to cruel, inhuman or 

degrading treatment or punishment.   

o Article 7: All are equal before the law and are entitled without any 

discrimination to equal protection of the law. All are entitled to equal 

protection against any discrimination in violation of this Declaration and 

against any incitement to such discrimination. 

o Article 8: Everyone has the right to an effective remedy by the 

competent national tribunals for acts violating the fundamental rights 

granted him by the constitution or by law. 
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o Article 10: Everyone is entitled in full equality to a fair and public 

hearing by an independent and impartial tribunal, in the determination of 

his rights and obligations and of any criminal charge against him. 

o Article 12: No one shall be subjected to arbitrary interference with his 

privacy, family, home or correspondence, nor to attacks upon his honour 

and reputation. Everyone has the right to the protection of the law against 

such interference or attacks. 

o Article 19: Everyone has the right to freedom of opinion and 

expression; this right includes freedom to hold opinions without 

interference and to seek, receive and impart information and ideas 

through any media and regardless of frontiers. 

o Article 29, ¶ (2): (2) In the exercise of his rights and freedoms, 

everyone shall be subject only to such limitations as are determined by 

law solely for the purpose of securing due recognition and respect for the 

rights and freedoms of others and of meeting the just requirements of 

morality, public order and the general welfare in a democratic society. 

 

III. Exhaustion of domestic remedies/Application to other international 
procedures 
 
The Seventh Circuit for the U.S. Court of Appeals, within which the complainants reside, 

acknowledged in 1995 that a litigant cannot prevail in the legal system he or she 

contends is corrupt if that contention is true.  See, Morton Nesses v. Randall T. Shepard, 

et al., 68 F.3d 1003 at 1005-1006 (7th Cir. COA - 1995).  In such an instance, the system 

and its participants serve something other than an adjudicatory function.  When the 

goal is persecution or torture and the instrument is U.S. legal systems, the complainants 

submit that a pattern will emerge distinct from garden variety due process/equal 

protection denials and selective prosecutions.5   

“When rogue agents of America’s local, state, and/or federal government align to 

subvert the law, no amount of legal training, talent, skill, or experience guarantees any 

American appropriate relief.”  See, OAK, et al., Joint Stakeholders’ Universal Periodic 

                                                           
5 We are considering the function of so-called domestic remedies for targets of persecution or torture 

through U.S. legal system abuse.  Professor Jenia Iontcheva Turner undertook a similar inquiry with 

regard to international criminal trials, asking “(a)re  the  goals  of  international  criminal  trials  primarily  

legal,  similar  to  the objectives of domestic criminal trials, or are they primarily political, designed for 

purposes such as helping communities heal and compiling an accurate record of the past?”  Turner, Jenia 

Iontcheva. “Defense Perspectives on Law and Politics in International Criminal Trials”, 48 Va. J. Int'l L. 

529 (Spring 2008). 
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Review Submission – U.S. of America – November 2010.  (Attached as Complainants’ 

Exhibit 1).  As dire as these circumstances tend to be, the worse scenario involves 

impermissibly biased judges.  That a judge may eventually ease or abandon an apparent 

course of U.S. legal system abuse is some consolation, but less than full vindication for 

targets of related persecution or torture:  A “State’s  trial  court procedure (cannot)  be  

deemed  constitutionally  acceptable simply   because   the   State   eventually   offers   a 

defendant (or other litigant) an    impartial    adjudication.  (He or she) is entitled to  a  

neutral  and detached judge in the first instance.”6  Of course persecution and torture 

imposed through U.S. legal system abuse is unrelenting; serial and substantial or total 

denials of relief are part of its pathology.   It is difficult to imagine serving such an end 

without some level of concerted action.  But identifying the conspirators based on 

anything more than their patent involvement is generally beyond the province of 

average Americans.  We lack the investigation and interrogation capabilities of most 

criminal law enforcement and regulatory agencies, without which entrenched, latent 

corruption is unlikely to be revealed. 

What was true in 2004 and reconfirmed in 2010, seems to prevail in 2015:   

“. . . the role of the (U.S.) federal government as the court of last resort 

when it comes to dealing with abusive government officials has long been 

spotty, with almost all of the matters recommended for prosecution by 

the FBI being declined by the assistant U. S. Attorneys.”7     

Then there is the unlikelihood of triggering any form of government investigation, not 

to mention criminal prosecution of official misconduct.  Cf., Complainants’ Exhibit 1, pp 

7-10, ¶¶ 27-41.  And discovering related misdeeds through civil litigation is no longer a 

viable option, presuming it ever was.  See, Crenshaw-Logal, Zena. “The Official End of 

Judicial Accountability Through Federal Rights Litigation: Ashcroft v. Iqbal”, 35 Am. J. 

Trial Advoc. 125 (Summer 2011).8  So, collectively, the branches of U.S. state and federal 

government largely preclude the prospect of average Americans providing international 

tribunals irrefragable proof that domestic remedies are ineffective for targets of 

                                                           
6   Ward v. Monroeville, 409 U.S. 57 at 61-62 (1972). 

7 See, Complainants’ Exhibit 1, p 4, ¶10 citing the 2004 report of Transactional Records Access 

Clearinghouse (TRAC), Syracuse University, at http://trac.syr.edu/tracreports/civright/107/ and Brushed 

Off By The U.S. Department Of Justice Lately? Crimes of the Century on Black Talk Radio, February 13, 

2015 at http://crimesofthecenturyradio.blogspot.com/2015/02/brushed-off-by-us-department-of-

justice.html 

8 A copy of the cited article is enclosed for the Committee’s convenience and consideration as 

Complainants’ Exhibit 2. 

http://trac.syr.edu/tracreports/civright/107/
http://crimesofthecenturyradio.blogspot.com/2015/02/brushed-off-by-us-department-of-justice.html
http://crimesofthecenturyradio.blogspot.com/2015/02/brushed-off-by-us-department-of-justice.html
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persecution and torture through U.S. legal system abuse.  To resign that class of 

beleaguered Americans to its own devices and domestic remedies9 as a result, is to 

facilitate invariably severe and occasionally gross, persistent and consistent human 

rights violations.  Moreover, the complainants’ ability to mount effective legal reform 

initiatives will be lost in the process, no doubt to the delight of their adversaries.   

Have you submitted the same matter for examination under another procedure of 

international investigation or settlement (e.g. the Inter-American Commission on 

Human Rights, the European Court of Human Rights, or the African Commission 

on Human and Peoples’ Rights)?  

No. 

 
IV. Facts of the complaint 
 

A. Summary of Relevant Circumstances: 

Collectively, the complainants have been chronicling questionable treatment of one or 

more of them by U.S. local, state, and federal government officials for most of the last 

two (2) decades.  Their combined record includes various court papers, investigation 

requests, websites, and online as well as print publications.  As much as these items 

suggest or, from the complainants’ perspective, confirm they are regularly denied the 

privileges and immunities of American citizenship by U. S. government officials, this 

complaint is prompted by recent escalation of that alleged persecution and the 

corresponding threat to all Americans.    

The complainants are co-founders of multiple nonprofit good government advocacy 

groups in America.10  Together these groups challenge every seriously questionable 

aspect of America's legal system except that some are international human rights 

advocates.  Undoubtedly the most controversial of their initiatives seeks appropriate, 

but dramatic expansion of U. S. state and federal judicial accountability.  See, Crenshaw-

Logal, Zena. Exploring the Vitality of Stare Decisis in America. Boca Raton, Florida, USA: 

Universal Publishers, Inc., 2012. Print11; National Forum On Judicial Accountability 

                                                           
9 “America's grassroots legal reform community seems filled with people paralyzed by frustration or 

capable of little more than ad hoc protests, almost no matter their credentials and resources.  Such a 

profile is befitting any cognizable group of people regularly persecuted if not tortured through U.S. legal 

system abuse.”  See, The Third Degree, “A Perfect Storm of Inaction” at 

http://www.thethirddegree.net/#!storm-of-inaction/ct3a   

10  For a listing of the active groups, see footnote 1 supra.   

 
11 A copy of the cited publication is enclosed for the Committee’s convenience and consideration as 

Complainants’ Exhibit 3. 

http://www.thethirddegree.net/#!storm-of-inaction/ct3a
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(NFOJA), http://50states.ning.com; and Judicial Engineering® Documented and 

Impeded, https://jedi1.wikispaces.com  Not only are U. S. civil court and municipal code 

enforcement proceedings used to deprive the complainants of money for this cause12 

but, of late, judicial rulings in an otherwise mundane civil lawsuit are being contrived to 

position the Logals for specious criminal prosecution.  That an American court could 

even conjure such a prospect evidences the susceptibility of U.S. legal processes to 

abuse.  Given the Logals are essential benefactors of aggressive, sound measures to curb 

that abuse, any government threat to their liberty and well-being is counter-intuitive, 

suspicious, and could be part of a template for repression and oppression through U.S. 

legal system abuse.  The complainants submit that it is in their case. 

B. Chronology of Operative Facts: 

 The Template For Repression And Oppression Through U.S. Legal System Abuse 

1. Discredit Targets Through Legal Process; Intimidate And Perhaps 

Terminate Witnesses/Targets 

The complainants are life-long residents of Indiana, the same U.S. state that before his 

death at age 86, disbarred Owen W. Crumpacker, a once prestigious lawyer they all 

came to know.  Despite being part of a prominent family, having a distinguished 

education13, and establishing a thriving law practice in Northwest Indiana  Owen was 

deviled by the local legal establishment, consistent with this and similar excerpts from 

his 1978 disbarment by the Indiana Supreme Court:  

. . . 

In Volume II of his brief in support of his objections, (Owen) attempts to 

weave thirty years of litigation in which he has been involved, including 

these disciplinary proceedings, into one grand master plan of conspiracy 

involving judges, courts and attorneys. The whole world is a fraud, 

everyone is driven by corrupt motives, and the only exception to this evil 

design is the Respondent, Owen W. Crumpacker.  Consequently, the 

Respondent concludes that the whole world is now out to destroy Owen 

W. Crumpacker. 

                                                           
12 The complainants are denied financial recoveries to which they are entitled, unfairly subjected to costs 

and/or monetary sanctions, and complainant Rodney A. Logal may soon have a substantial judgment 

entered against him contrary to law.  

13 The complainants could not locate Owen’s obituary, but they recall that he graduated from the top-

ranked, University of Michigan law school and that his family included multiple lawyers, judges, and at 

least one member of Congress.  A limited profile of the Crumpacker family is available online at 

http://oregonrepublicanleague.blogspot.com/2007/07/oregon-republican-league-republican.html (Last 

visited − May 7, 2015).   

http://50states.ning.com/
https://jedi1.wikispaces.com/
http://oregonrepublicanleague.blogspot.com/2007/07/oregon-republican-league-republican.html
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. . . 

In re Crumpacker, 269 Ind. 630 at 635 (Ind. 1978). 

While the complainants cannot attest to all of Owen’s referenced claims, they know a 

good deal about the lengths taken to thwart those contentions, which may include an 

unnatural timing of Owen’s death.  Considering that possibility takes us to exactly eight 

(8) months before Owen died, which is the day complainant Zena D. Crenshaw-Logal 

(then Zena D. Crenshaw) became a judicial whistleblower.  

After adopting the name “Struggle for Justice”, a loose coalition of attorneys, civil rights 

and religious leaders, local and state politicians, as well as private citizens joined Zena 

D. Crenshaw for a June 10, 1997 press conference during which she attributed sanctions 

against her and her clients as well as dismissal of their underlying medical 

malpractice/products liability lawsuit to “an apparent trend in the response of (Lake 

County, Indiana) courts to relatively complex, potentially lucrative personal injury 

claims prosecuted by minority attorneys.”  The event and related saga are described in 

considerable detail at pages 141 to 149 of the American Journal of Trial Advocacy, 

Volume 35.  See, Crenshaw-Logal, Zena. “The Official End of Judicial Accountability 

Through Federal Rights Litigation: Ashcroft v. Iqbal”, 35 Am. J. Trial Advoc. 125 at pp 

141-149 (Summer 2011), Complainants’ Exhibit 2.  An included quote is from Crenshaw 

v. Antokol, 238 F. Supp.2d 107 (D.D.C. 2002).  In that 2002 case, Crenshaw-Logal 

accounts for her preceding legal difficulties, including the involvement of Indiana’s 

Lawyer Disciplinary Commission with her late mother’s estate as of July 29, 1997.  See, 

Crenshaw v. Antokol, et al., Civil Action No. 02-2215 before the U.S. District Court, 

District of Columbia, Plaintiff’s Complaint.  Twenty-six (26) days earlier, effective August 

8, 1997, complainant Andrew D. Jackson was suspended from the practice of law in 

absentia, purportedly for assisting Owen W. Crumpacker to engage in the unlawful 

practice of law and making related, false representations to courts.  See, In re Jackson, 

682 N.E.2d 526 (1997 Ind.)   

Crenshaw-Logal’s wrangling with the Indiana Disciplinary Commission about her 

deceased mother’s estate began in December 1997.  By then she had befriended Owen 

W. Crumpacker and her fellow complainants.  At the time, none of them knew that the 

late Mrs. Nina Crenshaw (mother of complainant Zena D. Crenshaw-Logal), the day Mrs. 

Crenshaw was born, the anniversary of her death, her estate, and even Mother’s Day 

would provide occasions, as they did, for taunting one or more of them through U.S. 

court processes and/or related matters.  So when Owen died on February 10, 1998, it 

just seemed coincidental that his passing marked the day that Mrs. Nina Crenshaw was 

born.  The complainants reported his death as suspicious to Michigan authorities only 
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because he was surprisingly secreted from them days before14 and had some risk of 

being murdered.15   

Complainant Crenshaw-Logal represented to multiple U.S. courts that she faced 

heightened, unwarranted, and otherwise improper scrutiny as an administrator of her 

late mother’s estate due to her publicized challenge of Lake County, Indiana courts.  

With regard to that estate, Crenshaw-Logal noted in a variety of court pleadings that her 

initial suspension from the practice of law, effective Mother’s Day 1999, was a “harsh 

commemoration of her mother’s related death”.  Up until February 10, 2003 if not later, 

Crenshaw-Logal regularly, albeit infrequently received court notices or relevant papers, 

ironic in that their date was her mother’s birthday, the anniversary of her death, or 

some other significant occasion.  Crenshaw-Logal did not consider the dates 

coincidental, but, with the exception of challenging her 1999 bar suspension, never 

addressed such matters through legal proceedings before now.  The probative date that 

Owen W. Crumpacker died; the lengths to which Indiana’s legal establishment went to 

devastate him; the fact that complainant Crenshaw-Logal was the arguable target of a 

death threat in about 199816 and another in 201317; evidence of the complainants being 

continually stalked18; and their nearly twenty (20) years of witnessing the futility of 

countless attempts by average Americans to redress similar difficulties through U.S. 

government processes help inspire the complainants’ request for international 

intervention at hand.   

2. Neutralizing And Eventually Preempting The Targets’ Access To Courts 

                                                           
14 Complainants Crenshaw-Logal (then Zena Crenshaw) and Rodney A. Logal met with Owen weeks earlier 

at his Michigan home; he invited them to return for additional files; all three (3) complainants attempted 

to do so, but were not allowed entry; in peeking through a window, complainants Andrew D. Jackson and 

Rodney A. Logal saw a caretaker crouched down, apparently hiding. 

15 Complainants Andrew D. Jackson and Rodney A. Logal knew and know that Owen as well as some 

Crumpacker family members seemed to be owed millions of dollars for what Owen submitted was 

misappropriated money and land.  Related crimes (which may have included three murders) involved 

several locally prominent people and businesses.  Also, Owen claimed to know of a twenty-thousand 

dollar ($20,000.00) check reportedly paid by a former client of his to bribe a now retired Indiana state 

court judge.  As far as the complainants are aware, the canceled check never surfaced, but a former bailiff 

asked complainant Crenshaw-Logal for it after Owen died.          

16 Complainant Rodney A. Logal found a dead female dog near her back office door. 

17 Nothing but the tail of a raccoon was left near the back door of Mr. and Mrs. Logal’s home.  The word 

“coon” is a derogatory, slang reference to African Americans.  Mrs. Zena D. Crenshaw-Logal is the only one 

(1) of the three (3) complainants who is African American. 

18 The complainants are constantly subjected to hang-up phone calls, including some on Sundays.  A front 

yard flower garden of theirs is repeatedly vandalized.  About a year or two ago in the middle of the night, 

some unknown person(s) turned the gas off to the house in which the Logals live.    
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As previously noted, the Seventh Circuit for the U.S. Court of Appeals, within which the 

complainants reside, acknowledged in 1995 that a litigant cannot prevail in the legal 

system he or she contends is corrupt if that contention is true.  See, Morton Nesses v. 

Randall T. Shepard, et al., 68 F.3d 1003 at 1005-1006 (7th Cir. COA - 1995).  Yet her 

persistent courtroom losses became the occasionally touted “proof” that complainant 

Zena D. Crenshaw-Logal was never persecuted through legal system abuse, a 

discrediting technique used against the late Owen W. Crumpacker and untold numbers 

of litigants attempting to vindicate themselves and public interests in America: 

Attorney Zena D. Crenshaw thinks the American legal system is out to get 

her.  So every time Crenshaw loses a case, she exacts revenge against all 

who she believes have wronged her in the process.  Crenshaw’s legal 

crusade is highlighted by multiple frivolous lawsuits against opposing 

litigants, opposing counsel and even the judges who have ruled against 

her.  This destructive behavior earned her a well-deserved suspension 

from practicing in the federal and state courts of this state.  That didn’t 

stop her from pursuing her mission pro se.  Eventually, the Seventh Circuit 

said enough was enough.  The Court entered an order barring her from 

filing any papers in any civil action within the courts of this circuit. 

. . . 

Educational Credit Management Corporation v. Zena D. Crenshaw Logal, 

Cause Number 2:08-CV-291 before the U.S. District Court, N. 

District of Indiana at Hammond, Order of July 9, 2009. 

Owen W. Crumpacker may have violated one or more similar filing restrictions before 

his death; acts that none of the complainants condone.  But absent any such restriction, 

they shudder to think that a licensed attorney cannot properly adopt for himself or 

herself and file what would otherwise be legal work by his or her client who is a 

suspended or disbarred lawyer.  Cf, In re Jackson, 682 N.E.2d 526 (1997 Ind.)  Worse yet,  

a Small Claims Court Magistrate recently indicated from the bench and suggested by a 

subsequent ruling that complainant Zena D. Crenshaw-Logal engages in the unlawful 

practice of law when serving as her husband’s scrivener/typist, and when he adopts for 

himself any paper she prepares in accord with their collaboration as pro se co-plaintiffs.  

See, Logal v. Wilson, et al., Cause No 45D09-1501-SC-00040 before the Lake Superior 

Court, County Division III at Crown Point, Indiana, Order of April 22, 2015.  (Attached as 

Complainants’ Exhibit 4).  Moreover, the Magistrate prohibited Mrs. Crenshaw-Logal 

from participating as a co-plaintiff in the underlying litigation on grounds strikingly 

different from those that thwarted her full relief in a 2005 bankruptcy.     

3. Impoverish And Perhaps Incarcerate Targets 
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Complainant Rodney A. Logal, a long retired steel industry mechanical systems trouble-

shooter and businessman, became a major financial benefactor for Owen W. 

Crumpacker before his death, and complainant Andrew D. Jackson soon afterwards.  

Zena D. Crenshaw (complainant Zena D. Crenshaw-Logal) graduated from Northwestern 

University School of Law in 1984 and left her subsequent position as an Assistant City 

Attorney to begin what seemed to be a promising litigation career as a named partner 

with a small plaintiff’s personal injury law firm in 1985.  In mid-1998 she closed her 

embattled law practice to become a full-time judicial reform advocate and her soon-to-

be-husband, complainant Rodney A. Logal, became her nearly exclusive source of 

financial support.  He also financed their good government advocacy which usually 

involved complainant Andrew D. Jackson. 

In late 2004, the complainants progressed from regional to national judicial reform 

advocacy via National Judicial Conduct and Disability Law Project, Inc. (NJCDLP).  

Bankruptcy law was changing to curtail opportunities for debt release, so in advance of 

that change, complainant Zena D. Crenshaw-Logal sought bankruptcy protection.  She 

hoped to spare her husband (and his estate should he pre-decease her) the well over 

One Hundred Thousand Dollars ($100,000.00) in debt attendant to activities pre-dating 

their acquaintance (i.e., her law school education and June 1997 judicial 

whistleblowing).  Towards that end, Mrs. Crenshaw-Logal challenged the 

constitutionality of exempting from bankruptcy discharge the state’s cost of disciplining 

her, thereby hinging reinstatement of her law license on reimbursement of those hefty 

prosecution fees when her First Amendment rights/political speech were the only 

matters at issue (as opposed to some act of moral turpitude), and she was clearly 

insolvent.  (See, Complainants’ Exhibit 5 and 6).  The bankruptcy judge denied that 

relief19, leaving Crenshaw-Logal obliged to pay the State of Indiana more than Six 

Thousand Dollars ($6,000.00) with no guarantee it would ever reinstate her law 

license.20  And he would not even consider discharging her student loan debt unless she 

first detailed her husband’s assets.21  See, Logal v. Great Lakes Higher Education Guaranty 

Corp., et al, Adversary No. 06-6045 before the U.S. Bankruptcy Court, N. Dist. of Indiana 

at Hammond, Order of January 7, 2010.  (Attached as Complainants’ Exhibit 8).    

                                                           
19 See, Logal v. Great Lakes Higher Education Guaranty Corp., et al, Adversary No. 06-6045 before the U.S. 

Bankruptcy Court, N. Dist. of Indiana at Hammond, Order of January 7, 2010.  (Attached as Complainants’ 

Exhibit 7).    

20 According to the late Owen W. Crumpacker, he spent all of his available cash paying about One Hundred 

Thousand Dollars ($100,000.00) in various debts as a supposed condition precedent to reinstatement of 

his law license which never happened. 

21 Crenshaw-Logal made clear that she did not have income independent of her husband’s support, and 

while he could pay her student loan(s), she could not.  The Court never disputed that Mr. Logal had no 

obligation to pay any portion of the loan(s).   
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As she would not facilitate an undue invasion of her husband’s privacy, Crenshaw-Logal 

remains saddled with nearly One Hundred and Fifty Thousand Dollars ($150,000.00) in 

more than thirty (30) year old student loans and related fees.  Contrast the purported 

relevance of this debt to complainant Rodney A. Logal  who had not met complainant 

Zena D. Crenshaw-Logal when the debt was incurred  with her supposed lack of direct 

interest in fending off specious legal claims against him, interposed during their 

marriage!  (Cf, Complainants’ Exhibits 4,8, and 13-13(f)).  The overlay is a pattern of 

persecution (which some would consider mental torture)22 manifested and perpetuated 

by every court proceeding involving one or more of the complainants since July 1997 

(regardless of venue and/or jurisdiction) with the exception of their routine tenant 

evictions.  The requisite legal system abuse imposes on its target(s) a variety of the 

following detriments:   

1. Procedural irregularities (particularly hearing request denials, untimely 

notice, and/or evidence tampering/destruction); 

2. One or more questionable departures from well-established precedent; 

3. Undisclosed grounds for adverse credibility determinations;  

4. Personal character disparagement;  

5. Total or substantial denial of relief through Judicial Activism, i.e., an 

arguable usurpation of legislative powers; 

6. Judicial proscriptions that are the functional, civil equivalent of ex post 

facto law; and/or 

7. Total or substantial denial of relief pursuant to some form of Judicial 

Engineering.23  

However, the complainants are facing unprecedented consequences.  Their already 

difficult circumstances have been made dire. 

Having disregarded the Logals’ entitlement to judgment as a matter of law, Magistrate 

Michael N. Pagano has positioned himself to impose a substantial monetary judgment 

(including attorney fees) on complainant Rodney A. Logal through what should be a 

small claim/minor contract dispute.  Pagano also transformed the civil matter into 

grounds for criminally prosecuting Mr. Logal for criminal conversion and his wife, 

complainant Zena D. Crenshaw-Logal, for practicing law without a license.  (See, 

                                                           
22  For a consideration of whether serial violations of federal rights under color of law (including but not 

limited to court action) can amount to torture under the International Covenant on Civil and Political 

Rights; Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment; 

and The Universal Declaration of Human Rights, visit http://www.thethirddegree.net/#!storm-of-

inaction/ct3a  

23 Learn more about Judicial Engineering at (JEDI) Judicial Engineering Documented and Impeded, 

https://jedi1.wikispaces.com  

http://www.thethirddegree.net/#!storm-of-inaction/ct3a
http://www.thethirddegree.net/#!storm-of-inaction/ct3a
https://jedi1.wikispaces.com/
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Complainants’ Exhibit 4 and Cf, Complainants’ Exhibits 13-13(f)).  While complainant 

Andrew D. Jackson is not threatened with criminal prosecution, he is facing loss of 

income and his ancestral home pursuant to dubious quasi-criminal municipal code 

enforcement.  See, Andrew D. Jackson, Pro Se and as Relator for the State of Indiana v. 

Florence Kobli, et al., Case No. 45D011412CT00293 before the Lake Superior Court, Civil 

Division Room One (1), Sitting at Hammond, Indiana, and Complainants’ Exhibits 9-10.  

These difficulties have progressed to the point of persecution through abuse of U.S. legal 

process.    

 C. Determination of Rights Violated 

To recapitulate, the apparent goals of persecution (which for some clearly amounts to 

mental torture) overlaying persistent, extreme U.S. legal system abuse are as follows: 

1.  Disparage and discredit targets through legal process;  

2.  Intimidate and perhaps terminate witnesses and/or targets; 

3.  Neutralize and eventually preempt the target's access to courts; 

4.  Impoverish the targets; and, perhaps . . . 

5.  Incarerate the targets. 

The U.S. legal system abuse to which targets of persecution and/or torture are 

subjected, imposes on them a variety of the following detriments:  

1.  Procedural irregularities (particularly hearing request denials, untimely notice, 

and/or evidence tampering/destruction); 

2.  One or more questionable departures from well-established precedent; 

3.  Undisclosed grounds for adverse credibility determinations; 

4.  Personal character disparagement; 

5.  Total or substantial denial of relief through Judicial Activism, i.e., an arguable 

usurpation of legislative powers; 

6.  Judicial proscriptions that are the functional, civil equivalent of ex post facto 

law; and/or 

7.  Total or substantial denial of relief pursuant to some form of Judicial 

Engineering. 

Should we consider the foregoing a subjective, highly disputable characterization of 

legitimate judicial and quasi-judicial outcomes, the contention remains that the scheme 
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appears reserved for U.S. whistleblowers and judicial critics/gadflies.  Not everyone 

joins one or both of these ranks as readily as did the complainants; some do so in trying 

to establish that they were denied a fair and impartial administration of justice.  That 

self-defense easily morphs into classic whistleblowing and/or judicial reform advocacy.  

Surely such action does not warrant, but regularly evokes the “torture or . . . cruel, 

inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment” prohibited by Article 7 of the 

International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR) and the Convention against 

Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment (CAT). 

The complainants invite this august Committee to compare the substance of their 

attached petitions to the corresponding court responses also enclosed and listed below, 

and fathom the impact of regularly receiving equally negative or harsher rebuffs for 

nearly twenty (20) years: 

Complainants’ Exhibit 9 
City of Whiting v. Andrew D. Jackson 

Defendants’ Alternative Motion to Dismiss 
or for Summary Judgment 

Complainants’ Exhibit 10 
City of Whiting v. Andrew D. Jackson 

Court’s Order of May 18, 2015 

Complainants’ Exhibit 11 
Logal, et al., v. Wiley, et al. 

Plaintiffs’ Motion to Correct Errors 

Complainants’ Exhibit 12 
Logal, et al., v. Wiley, et al. 

Court’s Order of April 23, 2015 

Complainants’ Exhibit 13 
Logal v. Wilson, et al. 

Plaintiff’s Chronological Case Summary, 
Hearing Request Denied 

13a: Amended and Verified Notice of 
Claim; 

13b: Motion for Partial Summary Judgment 

13c:   Supporting Brief 

13d:   Designation of Evidence24 

13e:   Affidavit of Rodney A. Logal 

13f:   Affidavit of Zena Crenshaw-Logal 

 

 

 

Complainants’ Exhibit 4 
Logal v. Wilson, et al. 

Court’s Order of April 22, 2015 

 
Again, the complainants submit that they “hail from a class of Americans who are not 

only unsuccessful litigants; we suffer life-altering, unnecessarily devastating U.S. court 

decisions that essentially punish our championing of public interests (in the course of 

trying to protect our personal rights) and reward the historically shunned if not 

outright condemned conduct of our opponents.”   

According to Article 14, paragraph 1. of the ICCPR: 

                                                           
24 Page five (5) of Complainants’ Exhibit 13d was inadvertently excluded from the proposed Designation of 

Evidence when it was presented for filing and later struck from the record by the Court. 
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All persons shall be equal before the courts and tribunals. In the 

determination of any criminal charge against him, or of his rights and 

obligations in a suit at law, everyone shall be entitled to a fair and public 

hearing by a competent, independent and impartial tribunal established 

by law. 

ICCPR, Art. 14, ¶1. 

Article 17 of the ICCPR provides: 

1.   No one shall be subjected to arbitrary or unlawful interference with 

his privacy, family, home or correspondence, nor to unlawful attacks on 

his honour and reputation.   

2. Everyone has the right to the protection of the law against such 

interference or attacks. 

ICCPR, Art. 17 

“Everyone shall have the right to hold opinions without interference.”  ICCPR, Art. 19, 

¶1.  This right is subject to restrictions, “but these shall only be such as are provided by 

law and are necessary:  (a) For respect of the rights or reputations of others; (b) For the 

protection of national security or of public order (ordre public), or of public health or 

morals.”  ICCPR, Art. 19, ¶3 (a)-(b). 

There is nothing irreverent about the complainants’ good government advocacy except 

we do not countenance bullying and corruption under the guise of U.S. public service.  

“All persons are equal before the law and are entitled without any discrimination to the 

equal protection of the law. In this respect, the law shall prohibit any discrimination and 

guarantee to all persons equal and effective protection against discrimination on any 

ground such as race, colour, sex, language, religion, political or other opinion, national 

or social origin, property, birth or other status.”  ICCPR, Art. 26     

In theory, all discrimination prohibited by Article 26 of the ICCPR is redressable under 

the U.S. Constitution and laws derived therefrom.  But domestic remedies have proven 

illusory far too long for too many Americans.  And now, the complainants are primed to 

lose whatever leverage they have for meaningful relief and reform after nearly twenty 

(20) years of pursuing it on a grassroots basis.  Contrary to our God-given rights 

codified by various U.S. and international provisions [including ICCPR, Article 2, ¶3(a) 

and (b); CAT, Article 16; and Articles 10 as well as 29.(2) of The Universal Declaration of 

Human Rights], the anticipated intervention of this Committee is the complainants’ only 

genuine prospect of surviving and thriving as reasonably effective U.S. good government 

advocates, striving for justice for ourselves and all similarly situated Americans.    
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WHEREFORE, the complainants, and each of them pray that the Committee establish or 

otherwise commission a body of fair and impartial adjudicators: 

1.    before which any American can appear who has a history of judicial and/or 

quasi-judicial outcomes that align with persecution and/or torture imposed through 

U.S. legal system abuse (PTUSLSA); 

2. as well as Americans in the midst of court action that aligns with their history of 

PTUSLSA; 

3. to request that the body convene respective, patent participants in/perpetrators 

of their alleged PTUSLSA to show cause as to why they should not be disciplined and/or 

subjected to corresponding liability; and 

4. undertake an independent investigation that at least preliminarily confirms or 

refutes commission of the alleged PTUSLSA subsequent to that showing or waiver 

thereof; and 

5. issues its findings accordingly. 

The complainants further pray for any and all relief just and proper upon the premises 

of their present complaint.      

Author’s signature: 

Respectfully submitted, 
 

Zena D. Crenshaw-Logal 
____________________________________ 
Zena D. Crenshaw-Logal     
 

Rodney A. Logal 
____________________________________ 
Rodney A. Logal 
 

Andrew D. Jackson     
____________________________________ 
Andrew D. Jackson     
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V. Checklist of supporting documentation (copies, not originals, to be 
enclosed with your complaint): 
 

-  Written authorization to act (if you are bringing the complaint on behalf of 

another person and are not otherwise justifying the absence of specific 

authorization):   

Not Applicable 

- Decisions of domestic courts and authorities on your claim (a copy of the 

relevant national legislation is also helpful):      

Not Applicable 

- Complaints to and decisions by any other procedure of international 

investigation or settlement:  

Not Applicable 

- Any documentation or other corroborating evidence you possess that 

substantiates your description in Part IV of the facts of your claim and/or your 

argument that the facts described amount to a violation of your rights:  

Please see attached, Complainants’ Exhibits 1 to 13f. 

Please include, if necessary, an indication in a UN language (Arabic, Chinese, 

English, Spanish, French and Russian) of the contents of the accompanying 

documentation.  

Contents provided in English 

Your communication should not exceed 50 pages (excluding annexes). In case 

your application exceeds twenty pages, you must also file a short summary.  

Not Applicable 

 


