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Nurturing the Resiliency to Overcome Persistent U.S. Legal System Abuse 

 
The Basic Concepts: 

 Resiliency 

 U.S. Legal System Abuse 

 Overcoming Oppression 

The Basic Concepts Expanded by Our Workshop Abstract: 

This workshop introduces the concept of persistent U.S. legal system abuse 
including its most extreme manifestation known as The Third Degree (TTD).  
There is a distinct pattern of persecution attendant to TTD that seems to entail 
psychological torture for some people subjected to the insidious human rights 
violation.  Much of the corresponding helplessness and hopelessness can be 
eliminated by understanding what are, and pursuing effective tactics in 
exposing and otherwise seeking to redress persistent U.S. legal system abuse.  
However, the tactics and overall strategy ― which the workshop will explore ― 
rely on a substantial amount of monochronic activities, particularly when 
pursued on a grassroots basis.  It appears that persecuting Americans through 
U.S. legal system abuse predisposes them to polychronic quests for justice.  The 
national grassroots U.S. legal system reform community is definitely a 
polychronic culture.  So those of its members seeking relief, whether personal 
vindication and/or broad reform, tend to need structured, consistent 
help/support (i.e., training, peer support, affordable professional counseling, 
and encouragement) to maximize their resourcefulness and remain optimistic 
as well as productive.  The workshop will identify predictable obstacles in 
executing this highly unique form of community organizing and potential 
solutions for grassroots good government advocates. 
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Zena D. Crenshaw-Logal 
7519 W. 77th Avenue 
Crown Point, Indiana 

(O)  219.865.6248  ▪  (F)  219.865.6355 
crenshaw-logal@njcdlp.org 

 

 

Ms. Crenshaw-Logal specializes in the mobilization of communities on a grassroots basis for their self-
empowerment and to combat injustice.  Prior to her full time work as a good government and legal 
reform advocate beginning in 1998, Ms. Crenshaw-Logal engaged in a general civil law practice.  The 
practice consisted primarily of her prosecuting complex personal injury claims and advising small to 
medium, for profit as well as nonprofit entities.   

 

Education: 

University of Notre Dame Du Lac 
Notre Dame (South Bend), Indiana 
Bachelor of Arts in Philosophy and English, 1981 

 
University of Notre Dame London Law Centre 
London, England 
Six semester hours, Summer of 1983 

 
Northwestern University, Pritzer School of Law 
Chicago, Illinois 
Juris Doctorate Degree, 1984 

 

Professional Licenses: 

Licensed real estate salesperson for the State of Indiana - 1977 

Licensed real estate broker for the State of Indiana – 1981 *Inactive 

Licensed to practice law by the State of Indiana including admission to the U. S. District Courts 
for the Northern and Southern District of Indiana - 1984.  *Bar admissions presently 
limited to the U. S. Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit.  

Admitted to the U. S. Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit - 1991 

 

Honors and Distinctions: 

National Merit Scholar 



Page 4 of 10 
 

Indiana State Scholar 

Notre Dame Scholar 

Earl Warren Scholar 

National Institute of Trial Advocacy, scholarship recipient. 

2008, Who’s Who Among Female Executives 

2008, International Whistleblowers Association, Profile in Courage Award 

 

Professional Experience: 

Assistant City Attorney  
Gary, Indiana 
1984-1985 
 
Meacham & Crenshaw, P.C. 
Attorneys at Law  
1985-1989 
 
Law Office of Zena D. Crenshaw  
1989 to 1998 
 
Crenshaw Realty  
1996 to 1998 
 
Inspired Justice Corporation 
1998 to 2002 
 
National Judicial Conduct and Disability Law Project, Inc. (NJCDLP) 
Co-founder, Executive Committee Member, and Executive Director 
2004 to present 

 

NJCDLP is a legal reform organization combating abuses of the American legal system 
that are facilitated by judicial misconduct.  The nonprofit corporation is a leading 
grassroots, judicial reform advocate.  It is corporate sponsor of NFOJA (National Forum 
On Judicial Accountability), POPULAR (Power Over Poverty Under Laws of America 
Restored), OAK (Organizations Associating for the Kind of Change America Really 
Needs), and Theatre for Justice.  

NJCDLP and its sponsored banner groups have a substantial subset of 
organizations/groups, programs, campaigns, and initiatives.  The acronyms are a virtual 
alphabet soup of advocacy commonly known as THE LAW PROJECT.   Together they 
challenge every seriously questionable aspect of America’s legal system and some are 
international human rights advocates.  
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NJCDLP has hosted and co-hosted multiple cutting edge, good government conferences 
at prestigious locations such as the historical Watergate Hotel in Washington, D. C., Rice 
University in Houston, Texas, the University of Baltimore in Baltimore, Maryland, and 
Loyola School of Law at Los Angeles, California.  NJCDLP also sponsored the Citizens’ 
Forum On Judicial Accountability which took place on Capitol Hill in Washington, D. C. 

As NJCDLP’s Executive Director, Ms. Crenshaw-Logal is a national spokesperson on 
tactics thwarting properly stated standards for regulating First Amendment activities 
among lawyers when their criticism of the judiciary or a judicial officer is involved. 

Learn more by visiting http://www.njcdlp.org       

 

Public Speaking: 

Public speaking has been an integral part of Zena Crenshaw-Logal’s life since she entered and won her 
first scholarship pageant as a teenager.  She was graded A+ by the prestigious Northwestern University 
Legal Clinic and went on to become an impactful civil trial lawyer.  Zena has been a moderator, panelist, 
or keynote speaker at countless social justice advocacy events since 1997.  She has hosted or been a 
guest of many media outlets, both major and alternative.  

 

Publications: 

In addition to authoring dozens of online articles, op-eds, and white papers, Ms. Crenshaw-Logal is the 
sole or primary author of the following publications: 

“The Official End of Judicial Accountability Through Federal Rights Litigation:  Ashcroft v. Iqbal”, 
35 Am. J. Trial Advoc. 125 (Summer 2011) 

Exploring the Vitality of Stare Decisis in America. Boca Raton: Universal Publishers, Book 2012 

Zena D. Crenshaw-Logal, Esq.*, Dr. Andrew D. Jackson, and Dr. Sandra Nunn. "How To Get Away 
With Career Murder: The Unconstitutional Blueprint for Systematically Purging 
Whistleblowers from U.S. Law Enforcement" Bepress Selected Works (2016) 

“AMERICANS IN JEOPARDY: When Human Rights Protection Becomes America’s Executive, 
Legislative, and Judicial Branch Shell Game” Debut Report (2016) 

 

Community Activities and Professional Associations: 

James Kimbrough Bar Association – Member 
No Fear Coalition of Washington, D. C. – Member 
Make It Safe Coalition of Washington, D.C. – Member 
Coalition for Change of Washington, D.C. – Member 
International Association of Whistleblowers –Member 

### 
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U.S. Courts as Power Distributing Centers 
 
 
Professor David Barnhizer, a nationally recognized legal scholar, 
explains: 
 

Judges, operating within the rules of choice articulated for a 
powerful institution with critical functions, have made 
important choices about values. These choices are advanced in 
the form of doctrine. Doctrine is a conclusion about 
appropriate values, a formula for allocating benefits and duties, 
or a hypothesis about something of importance that supports 
and is supported by a particular institution or set of 
institutions. Through their formulations of legal doctrines 
judges provide rules for distributing power. 

 
 
David Barnhizer, “On the Make: Campaign Funding and the 

Corruption of the American Judiciary”, 50 Catholic 
University Law Review; 361, p 374 – 2001. 
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U.S. Legal System Abuse 
 

2005 
“The saga of the lone, disgruntled litigant has evolved into law review articles such as “Self-
Regulation of Judicial Misconduct Could Be Mis-Regulation”, 89 Michigan Law Review 609 
(1990) by Northwestern University School of Law Professor Anthony D’Amato; and, more 
recently, internet commentaries such as “Thoughts on the Law Addressing Bad Federal 
Judges: Self-Policing Isn’t Working, But Is There a Good Alternative?”, Find Law’s Legal 
Commentary, August 13, 2004 by former White House advisor John Dean; as well as 
newspaper articles such as “When Judges Investigate Judges”, June 3, 2004, Chicago Tribune 
by Northwestern University School of Law Professor Steven Lubet.  Also, referencing 
Justice Department data, Transactional Records Access Clearinghouse (TRAC) reports “. . . 
that the declination rates for official abuse matters have been extremely high under every 
administration going back to President Carter with only marginal differences relating to 
which party controlled the White House”. [ http://trac.syr.edu/tracreports/civright/107/ ] 
When private attorneys and even judges take up such cases alleging judicial misconduct to 
some extent [not to mention a plethora of nonprofit advocacy groups], only to be 
disciplined, Congress should intervene to insure that being ferreted out are “gratuitous 
attacks on the judiciary”, not merely government whistleblowers.” 

 

Supplemental Statement of Whistleblowers for an Honest, Efficient, and Accountable 
Government (WHEAG) in support of its request for a congressional hearing and 
certain legislative relief, 2005. 

 

2010 
All these are prerequisites for an environment promoting access to justice: the capacity of 
(usually) disadvantaged groups of citizens to gain access to courts (or alternative 
resolution mechanisms) by removing various institutional as well as corruption related 
barriers within the legal system.  Transparency International 2007 Global Corruption Report. 
This “capacity,” evidenced by the ability of average Americans to effectively petition their 
government, is so diluted or compromised that what would otherwise be our constitutional 
and universal human rights are no more than privileges, doled out at government 
discretion.  Such is not the rule of law. 

 

OAK (Organizations Associating for the Kind of Change America Really Needs), et al., Joint 
Stakeholders’ Universal Periodic Review Submission – U.S. of America – November 
2010 
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2012 
The Law Project represents “a certain group of legal system users – litigants; plaintiffs and 
defendants; complainants and respondents. The tie binding us is what we see as a lack of 
predictability and efficiency in our encounters with America’s legal system when stability, 
predictability, efficiency, and welfare-enhancement should be the byproduct of stare decisis; 
appropriate adherence to precedent.  . . .  Attorney Crenshaw-Logal went on to attest, ‘I’ve 
been a full time judicial reform advocate since 1998, working on a national basis since 
2003, and in the process I interact with countless numbers of people across the U.S. who 
are in or trying to survive court proceedings that just don’t seem fair’.”  
 
Zena D. Crenshaw-Logal. Exploring the Vitality of Stare Decisis in America. Universal 

Publishers, Boca Raton(2012). 

 

2014 
Judicial Engineering® is a unique form of judicial misconduct in America that is difficult to 
document for a variety of reasons. It happens when a U.S. state or federal judge (including 
Magistrates, Administrative Law Judges, Administrative Judges, Hearing Officers, and the 
like) uses his or her discretion to resolve part or all of a case in a way that parallels some 
clearly prohibited judicial conduct. Yet determining whether the dubious act constitutes 
judicial misconduct is such a fact sensitive, subjective inquiry that precipitating it tends to 
be unproductive. Without an unequivocal condemnation by some binding legal authority of 
virtually the same conduct at issue, the questionable exercise of discretion is likely to be 
condoned (for all practical purposes) via any and all corresponding government review 
processes. 

 

Judicial Engineering® Documented and Impeded (JEDI) @ 
https://jedi1.wikispaces.com/INTRODUCTION 

 
2015 

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; 
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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. 

 

The Third Degree @ http://www.thethirddegree.net/the-patterns 

 

Persecution and Psychological Torture 

“(I)n a society composed entirely of honest whistleblowers the introduction of just one 
‘company man’ inevitably resulted in the complicit behaviour spreading like a virus to the 
whole society.” And so we learned from two University of Bath doctoral students that a 
“tendency to follow the herd rather than whistleblow may be part of our evolutionary 
past”. But among embattled whistleblowers, formulations of this question occasionally 
emerge: “If organizing is the weapon of the oppressed, why are we stuck on mobilizing?” 
Then came Spring 2015 and answers from Shreya Manda, JD, LMSW through her article, 
Why Calling It Trauma Minimizes American Torture. 

 

The Third Degree @ http://www.thethirddegree.net/storm-of-inaction 

 

The Third Degree 

The Third Degree is a persistent, national pattern of persecution and torture imposed 
through U.S. legal system abuse. 

Targets of The Third Degree are invariably . . . 

1.  disparaged and discredited through legal process; 

2.  intimidated for their activism through violence and/or threats of violence; 

3.  denied the equal protection of law and corresponding access to courts; 

4.  impoverished through questionable job losses, unwarranted black listings, 
and/or the questionable imposition/denial of fines, sanctions, and/or damages 
awards; 

5.  and they may be incarcerated under questionable circumstances. 

With very limited exceptions, any legal claim that any target of The Third Degree pursues 
and/or defends against imposes on him or her a variety of the following detriments: 
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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, https://jedi1.wikispaces.com 

 

Devastation, Helplessness, and Hopelessness Abound  

The national community of people directly impacted by serious U.S. legal system abuse is 
filled with people paralyzed by frustration or capable of little more than ad hoc protests, 
almost no matter their credentials and resources. 

 Betrayal/Victimization  

 Ostracization 

 Disenfranchisement  

 Gaslighting 

 Social Justice Advocacy and Scandal-based Advocacy  

 Idiosyncratic Legal Profession 

 Lawyer Stereotypes 

 

 

 


