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Council is not to spare the feelings of judges 
accused of misconduct. It is to maintain public 
confidence in the judiciary by ensuring that 
substantial allegations of misconduct are dealt 
with forthrightly and appropriately. This the 
majority has failed to do.’’ 

Judge Real’s actions are under further re-
view by the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals and 
have been the subject of numerous news re-
ports by the Los Angeles Times and others. 

Based upon these news reports and legal 
proceedings made public, Judge Real’s be-
havior in the bankruptcy and unlawful-detainer 
actions may constitute impeachable conduct. 
Some of the issues that I hope will be re-
viewed during the Committee investigation in-
clude— 

His intercession on behalf of a litigant 
known to him; 

His alleged ex parte communications with 
the litigant known to him; 

His assertion of jurisdiction over pro-
ceedings in which he lacked jurisdiction; 

His alleged failure to explain his assertion of 
jurisdiction to counsel; 

His alleged failure to provide any legal au-
thority for his actions; 

His reply, on at least one occasion, to coun-
sel when questioned as to the basis of a ruling 
(‘‘Just because I said it, Counsel.’’). 

I expect the next step in this process to in-
volve the establishment of a bipartisan im-
peachment inquiry team in the near future. 
CHRONOLOGY OF EVENTS BASED UPON NEWS 

REPORTS AND LEGAL FILINGS IMPEACHMENT 
INVESTIGATION OF U.S. DISTRICT JUDGE 
MANUEL L. REAL, PREPARED BY HOUSE JU-
DICIARY MAJORITY COMMITTEE STAFF 
September 11, 1991: Alan and Elizabeth 

Canter purchase a Los Angeles home as an 
investment. 

September 25, 1991: Their son, Gary, and 
his wife, Deborah, take up residence at the 
home. Gary pays rent thereafter. 

1997: Title to the home is transferred to a 
trust (the ‘‘Canter Family Trust’’). 

February 24, 1999: Gary and Deborah 
Canter separate. Gary moves out and rent 
payments cease thereafter. 

August 13, 1999: Alan Canter files an unlaw-
ful-detainer action in California state court, 
seeking Deborah’s eviction from the prop-
erty and $5,000 back rent. 

October 26, 1999: Deborah Canter files a 
Chapter 13 bankruptcy petition 24 minutes 
before her unlawful-detainer trial com-
mences. The trial is stayed. 

January 24, 2000: Deborah Canter and 
Judge Real conduct a probation review meet-
ing in his chambers. (Judge Real was super-
vising Deborah Canter as part of her proba-
tion in a separate criminal case in which she 
pled guilty to perjury and loan fraud.) 

January 26, 2000: The bankruptcy court 
lifts the stay at the request of the Canter 
Family Trust, thereby allowing the unlaw-
ful-detainer action to proceed. Alan Canter 
and Deborah Canter subsequently sign a stip-
ulated judgment that Deborah vacate the 
premises. 

February 7, 2000: The California state court 
enters a judgment pursuant to the stipula-
tion and orders that Alan Canter recover 
possession of the property from Deborah 
Canter. 

February 17, 2000: Judge Real withdraws 
the case from the bankruptcy court. 

February 29, 2000: Judge Real stays en-
forcement of the California state court judg-
ment. 

Sometime in 2000 or 2001: Judge Real re-
fuses to lift the stay upon motion by the 
Canter Family Trust. 

June 18, 2001: Judge Real again refuses to 
lift the stay upon motion by the Canter 
Family Trust. When counsel for the Trust re-
quested a reason, Judge Real replied: ‘‘Just 
because I said it, Counsel.’’ 

July 2001: Judge Real transfers the bank-
ruptcy proceeding to a second U.S. district 
judge. The second judge re-refers the pro-
ceeding to the bankruptcy court. (The stay 
of the unlawful-detainer action remains in 
effect.) 

January 2002: the bankruptcy court grants 
a motion by the Trust to abandon Deborah 
Canter’s interest in the property. 

August 15, 2002: the Ninth Circuit court of 
appeals vacates Judge Real’s order with-
drawing the case from the bankruptcy court 
and the accompanying order staying enforce-
ment of the California state court judgment. 

February 2003: A judicial misconduct com-
plaint is filed against Judge Real. 

July 14, 2003: The Chief Judge of the Ninth 
Circuit dismisses the complaint. 

December 18, 2003: A Ninth Circuit Judicial 
Council enters an orderer recommending 
that the Chief Judge undertake further in-
vestigation into ex parte communications 
between Judge Real and Deborah Canter. 

November 4, 2004: the Chief Judge enters a 
supplemental order and dismiss the com-
plaint again. 

September 29, 2005: A complaint regarding 
the Chief Judge’s November 4, 2004, order is 
dismissed. 

May 23, 2006: Ninth Circuit Chief Judge or-
ders a ‘‘special committee’’ to investigate 
consolidated complaints against Judge Real. 

H. RES. 916 
Resolved, That Manuel L. Real, judge of the 

United States District Court for the Central 
District of California, is impeached for high 
crimes and misdemeanors. 
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IN HONOR AND RECOGNITION OF 
DAVID AND REBECCA JEWEL 

HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, July 17, 2006 

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
honor and recognition of David and Becky 
Jewel, united in marriage and united in their 
exceptional service to our Nation’s veterans, 
upon the occasion of their retirement that fol-
lows more than 53 years of combined, out-
standing service within the medical facilities of 
the Veterans Administration. 

Rebecca Jewel is a registered dietician and 
has guided veterans in nutrition health, aware-
ness and education at VA facilities across the 
Nation, including VA medical centers in Hines, 
IL, Fort Wayne, IN, and in Cleveland and 
Brecksville, OH. Her medical career also in-
cludes work at Parma Community General 
Hospital in Parma, OH. and Christ Hospital in 
Cincinnati. Besides serving as the Advanced 
Systems Dietician, Rebecca provides on-going 
tech support and training for nutrition employ-
ees, and also serves a facilitator for many 
Goal Sharing teams within her department. 

David Jewel, the chief of External Affairs for 
the Louis Stokes VA in Cleveland, has also 
served at VA medical centers in Ann Arbor, 

MI, and Cincinnati, OH. David has consistently 
led efforts to ensure that veterans are fully in-
formed about the benefits entitled to them. He 
has led the effort to upgrade vital areas of 
communication within the VA, with a focus on 
minority veteran’s affairs, community affairs 
programs and public relations. David has been 
the codirector of the Medical Center’s Com-
bined Federal Campaign for the past 4 years. 

Mr. Speaker and colleagues, please join me 
in honor, recognition and gratitude to David 
and Rebecca Jewel, whose individual and 
united dedication to our Nation’s veterans is 
framed by commitment, compassion, integrity 
and accomplishment. Their service and lead-
ership has been a significant component that 
reflects the strength and quality within the VA, 
and is a brilliant example of service for anyone 
who will follow. I wish David and Rebecca 
Jewel an abundance of health, peace and 
happiness as they journey onward from here. 
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HONORING GAYE HYDE’S SERVICE 
TO CALIFORNIA’S EAST BAY 
COMMUNITY 

HON. FORTNEY PETE STARK 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, July 17, 2006 

Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, I rise to honor 
Gaye Hyde, my lead caseworker in Fremont, 
CA, district office, who will be retiring on July 
31, 2006. 

Gaye has worked for me, and more impor-
tantly for the people of California’s 13th Con-
gressional District, for 31 years. I dare say 
that her level of commitment is hard—if not 
impossible—to match. I’m honored that she’s 
stuck with me for so many years. But, it is my 
constituents who have been the real winners. 

Gaye has presided over tens of thousands 
of cases herself and has trained every case-
worker who has come and gone from my staff 
over the past 30 years. 

She started handling constituent casework 
in the days before computers were used in the 
office. She had to type initial inquiries to agen-
cies for assistance, have them mailed to 
Washington, DC for my approval, and then 
track their progress through written cor-
respondence from various agencies and sel-
dom returned phone calls. Typically, she took 
piles of letters home and fact checked and 
typed responses late into the night. She was 
always pushing to resolve cases and didn’t 
feel there was time in the day to meet her 
standards or constituents’ needs. 

How times have changed. Today, many 
constituents e-mail their requests for assist-
ance. Gaye is able to e-mail constituent liaison 
offices in a variety of agencies, and much of 
the work is done via the Internet. The process 
makes communication faster, provides better 
accountability, and produces much less paper 
waste—all of which are great advancements. 

What hasn’t changed over time is the impor-
tance of the role of congressional case-
workers. These staff members get little of the 
glory, but are the key component for an effec-
tive Member of Congress. 

Constituents who reach out for help from 
their Member of Congress usually are in great 
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