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JUDGING THE JUDGES NEEDED Say Former White House Spokesperson Robert Weiner and Legal Analyst Alicia Briançon; Need DOJ Ombudsman, Peer Review, and Public Grading to Assure No Conflicts of Interest
(Washington, D.C.)—Former White House National Drug Policy Spokesman, Robert Weiner, and legal analyst Alicia Briançon assert that it is time for Federal Judges to be judged. “For those who believe federal corruption is only among congressmen with Bahamian villas, voracious sexual appetites, or trips to airport bathrooms, guess again— it occurs all over our courtrooms, where we think we receive justice. It is also the most difficult branch to correct, because federal judges are appointed for life. What we need is a way to judge the judges.”

In an oped in OpEdNews, they contend, “Colleagues who know but don't tell what is going on are corrupt too. Judge Bruce Levine of the Commodity Futures Trading Commission never ruled for a complainant for twenty-two years -- a secret vow to Commission Chairwoman Wendy Gramm, wife of former Senator Phil Gramm (R-TX). Levine's friend, Judge George Painter, finally came forward to reveal the Levine-Gramm pact right before his own retirement despite knowing the impropriety the entire time.”

As a solution to the problem, Weiner and Briancon argue, “Judges should have to sit for annual reviews by their bosses and peers. A peer review commission could seek reasoning for decisions and look for patterns that don't meet the common-sense test of merit-based verdicts. Judges could be investigated, admonished and removed.”

In addition, they say, “Just as there are ombudsmen for government whistleblowers, judges should have an ombudsman and whistleblower resource at DOJ to report, without retribution, any corruption they see behind closed doors amongst their colleagues. Websites such as ratethecourts.com, the largest public forum on the U.S. court system, where anyone can rate any of the 27,000 judges on American Bar Association guidelines, should be better publicized and utilized. The reports and grades assigned should be taken into consideration when judges receive annual reviews.”
Weiner and Briançon offer pros and cons of other solutions sometimes suggested -- election or term limits. 

“One solution would be for federal judges to stand for re-election to prove their merit. Former U.S. Supreme Court Justice Sandra Day O'Connor disagrees -" she criticizes electing even local judges as " out in left field." Electing federal judges would open a door of contributions from special interest groups; corruption could run rampant.”

“Perhaps terms limits would reduce corruption. However, Edward Lazarus, CNN Justice contributor, believes wisdom from tenure is an essential part of what makes a good judge. Limiting terms would remove some bad judges, but good ones would be gone too.”

They conclude, “Judges must be no more immune from investigation and prosecution than people in any other field.  That way, they'll be motivated to do the right thing. It's time to judge the judges.”
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