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Operation Emperor’s New Clothes 
 

Exposure of the Alleged Riverside County Corruption Enterprise 
 
 
SUMMARY 
 
A five-year investigation and whistleblower e5ort concerning the Riverside County justice system — 
referred to as Operation Emperor’s New Clothes — is now being presented for public exposure. The 
investigation concerns an alleged unlawful court-and-enforcement machinery that has developed into 
what may be characterized as a kleptocratic, “families-for-cash,” racketeering, and tra5icking-related 
enterprise defrauding litigants, defendants, families, the public, and government funding systems. 
 
The alleged enterprise involves years of mass constitutional violations, false certification of judicial 
authority, abuse of public o5ice, misuse of government resources, public-funding fraud, sheri5-assisted 
initiation, courtroom enforcement, downstream execution of defective court authority, and retaliation 
against those who attempted to expose the system. 
 
The central allegation is simple but severe: Riverside County allegedly routed litigants and defendants 
through proceedings before commissioners acting in a temporary-judge capacity without required 
advisements, without valid stipulation to temporary-judge authority, and without meaningful access to 
judge review where required by law. Those defective proceedings were then allegedly recorded, enforced, 
and treated as valid. 
 
The asserted corruption is allegedly carried out through a bipartisan and nonpartisan ecosystem of 
government actors, private actors, court personnel, tribunal members, municipal agencies, law 
enforcement, attorneys, and institutional beneficiaries. While socioeconomically disadvantaged and 
marginalized individuals appear to be targeted first and harmed worst, the alleged machinery is broad 
enough to capture people from every segment of the public. 
 
What makes Riverside County especially significant is the scienter layer. The alleged actors and 
municipalities have reportedly received progressive, escalating notices, filings, warnings, points and 
authorities, and evidentiary examples over multiple years. These notices allegedly warned that continued 
participation could evidence intentional ignorance, reckless disregard, willful blindness, and scienter. Yet 
the machinery allegedly continued, accompanied by obstruction, concealment, and retaliation against 
whistleblowers. 
 
Legal theories implicated by the investigation and responses to whistleblowing: 
 

• Honest Services Fraud 
• State and Federal False Claims / Public-Funding Fraud 
• Financial-Systems Fraud 
• Identity Theft and Counterfeit Legal Instruments 
• Mail and Wire Fraud 
• RICO / Racketeering Enterprise Liability 
• Conspiracy to Violate Civil Rights and Liberties 
• Extortion and Coercive Enforcement Under Color of Law 
• Tra5icking-Related Coercion / Forced-Compliance Theories 
• Public-Integrity and Election-Related Influence 
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OVERVIEW 
 
Current events across the country have exposed unprecedented public-funds fraud, institutional abuse, 
government waste, and corruption schemes that were perpetrated for years while the public was told that 
routine systems were functioning lawfully. These events provide the public and oversight agencies with a 
stronger basis to consider the plausibility of what is alleged in Riverside County. 
 
The asserted scheme is not novel. A comparable courtroom-enterprise model was exposed in 
Pennsylvania in the scandal now widely known as Kids for Cash. That scandal resulted in federal prison 
sentences totaling 45.5 years for the two principal judges, civil damages and settlements exceeding $200 
million, and thousands of juvenile adjudications or records vacated or expunged. 
 
The Riverside County allegation is not that the same facts occurred in the same way. Rather, the allegation 
is that the model has been re-engineered, enlarged, franchised, and cloaked in a more government-
sanctioned framework. 
 
In Kids for Cash, juvenile defendants were stripped of counsel and funneled into private detention. In 
Riverside County, litigants and defendants are allegedly stripped of valid temporary-judge consent and 
funneled into defective court proceedings, prolonged litigation, sheri5-backed enforcement, agency 
processing, and public-funding systems. 
 
The alleged Riverside model is designed to appear innocuous: routine court administration, 
commissioner calendars, backlog management, judge-shortage response, child-support enforcement, 
public safety, and “business as usual.” This report asserts that those explanations operate not as 
justification, but as camouflage. 
 
In contrast to schemes hidden behind distant accounting records, the alleged Riverside County structure 
is exposed to public view. It is allegedly visible in courtroom practices, posted notices, missing 
advisements, minute orders, commissioner calendars, judicial records, enforcement actions, and the 
lived experiences of litigants. This public performance of alleged false legitimacy is part of what provoked 
the operation name: Operation Emperor’s New Clothes. 
 
 
 WHY “OPERATION EMPEROR’S NEW CLOTHES” 
 
The operation name reflects the alleged public performance of false authority. 
 
In the folktale, the emperor walks naked before his subjects, attendants, and guards, while everyone 
behaves as if he is clothed because acknowledging the truth would create fear, embarrassment, or 
personal risk. The illusion ends only when a child says aloud what everyone else refuses to say. 
 
The Riverside County parallel is the allegation that unlawful authority is being performed openly from the 
bench, in courtrooms, before litigants, attorneys, clerks, observers, and sheri5 baili5s. Some may not 
understand the defect. Some may fear challenging it. Some may benefit from it. Others may preserve it. 
 
The “clothing” is the appearance of lawful authority. The alleged missing fabric is valid notice, consent, 
stipulation, and jurisdiction. 
 
In that sense, the self-represented litigant whistleblower becomes the child in the folktale: the person 
least expected to challenge the spectacle, but the one who says aloud that the emperor has no clothes. 
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________________________________________THE MODEL________________________________________ 
 
The original comparator is the Kids for Cash scandal. It provides a disturbing real-world example of how 
a court system can weaponize procedural documents, rights waivers, public fear, law-enforcement 
narratives, and institutional trust to operationalize a criminal enterprise. 
 
A more recent comprehensive update regarding this justice system scandal was created by George 
Rockall-Schmidt. The video, titled “The Shameful Case of Kids for Cash,” can be found on YouTube 
(https://youtu.be/tyPGSJUw87I?si=-FDzYIG_xfFMGJ9m) 
 
The following examples identify the alleged parallels and adaptations between the Kids for Cash model 
and the asserted Riverside County model. 
 
 

ALLEGED PARALLELS 
 
 1.  Pretext / Cover Narrative 
 

Kids for Cash: Juvenile-crime fear, “super-predator” rhetoric, zero-tolerance policies, and tough-on-
crime narratives helped create public tolerance for harsh juvenile processing and expanded detention. 
 
Riverside County: Judge-shortage claims, backlog, COVID-era disruption, funding demands, public-
safety rhetoric, administrative necessity, and court-e5iciency narratives allegedly create public 
tolerance for commissioner-heavy calendars, substitute authority, sheri5-backed enforcement, and 
procedural shortcuts.  
 
Shared feature: In both models, the asserted crisis narrative allegedly functions as cover. It makes 
rights-stripping machinery look like necessary government administration. 

 
 2.  Victim Capture 
 

Kids for Cash: Children, often without counsel, were processed through juvenile court and exposed 
to excessive detention. 
 
Riverside County: Self-represented litigants, parents, children, low-income families, tenants, 
defendants, support parties, elderly persons, disabled persons, and other marginalized individuals 
allegedly enter court without understanding that the authority being exercised over them may depend 
on advisements and valid stipulation they never received or gave, exposing them to court abuses.  
 
Shared feature: Both models allegedly employ a façade to exploit vulnerable people least able to 
identify, resist, or remedy the hidden defect. 

 
 3.  Apparatus / Unconscionable Instrument 
 

Kids for Cash: The central apparatus was waiver of counsel. The child entered the courtroom stripped 
of attorney protection and became vulnerable to immediate adjudication and detention. 
 
Riverside County: The central apparatus is the alleged defective or counterfeit stipulation to 
temporary-judge authority, which strips litigants of rights and liberties and leaves them vulnerable to 
tribunal abuses. 
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Shared feature: A seemingly technical courtroom document or procedure becomes the gateway to 
mass harm. 

 
4.  Record-Making and False Legitimacy 
 

Kids for Cash: Waiver practices and juvenile adjudications created records that appeared facially valid 
but were later exposed as constitutionally tainted. 
 
Riverside County: Minute orders and court records allegedly reflect “stipulation to commissioner” or 
otherwise imply valid authority, despite the alleged absence of required advisements and valid 
stipulation to temporary-judge authority. 
 
Shared feature: The record becomes the costume of legitimacy. Once entered, it is used to silence 
objections and justify enforcement. 

 
 5. Ultra Vires Authority 
 

Kids for Cash: Judicial actors used court authority to impose excessive juvenile outcomes under 
corrupted circumstances. 
 
Riverside County: Commissioners allegedly proceed as final arbiters without valid certified 
temporary-judge authority, while records imply valid stipulation or consent. The resulting orders are 
then treated as lawful despite being allegedly void or voidable from inception. 
 
Shared feature: Public authority is exercised under color of law despite a corrupted legal predicate. 

 
 6. Downstream Enforcement 
 

Kids for Cash: Court orders drove children into detention facilities. 
 
Riverside County: Court orders allegedly drive custody outcomes, support obligations, evictions, 
sanctions, contempt threats, restraints, criminal or civil consequences, agency processing, and 
sheri5-assisted enforcement. 
 
Shared feature: The harm becomes concrete when paper authority is converted into physical, 
financial, familial, and legal control. 

 
 7. Funding and Benefit Loop 
 

Kids for Cash: Private detention facilities benefited from occupied beds, while judicial actors received 
illegal payments. 
 
Riverside County: The alleged benefit structure is more distributed: court throughput, agency funding, 
public salaries, legal fees, collection systems, enforcement activity, municipal processing, state and 
federal funding claims, and liability concealment. 
 
Shared feature: The machinery generates money, institutional benefit, and justification for its own 
continuation. 
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 8. Artificial Need and Circular Reporting 
 

Kids for Cash: Harsh juvenile processing helped fill detention facilities, and detention outcomes 
helped validate the supposed need for the apparatus. 
 
Riverside County: Defective proceedings, suppressed objections, delayed remedies, repeated 
hearings, prolonged cases, and enforcement disputes allegedly inflate backlog and resource 
demands. That dysfunction is then used to justify more funding, more substitute authority, more 
enforcement, and more institutional protection. 
 
Shared feature: The system allegedly creates or magnifies the very crisis it cites as justification. 

 
9. Conspirators / Beneficiaries 
 

Kids for Cash Conspirators and Beneficiaries: 
Two judges, private detention interests, attorneys, court-related actors, and public o5icials shared 
financial incentives, mutual vulnerability, and motivation to conceal the underground enterprise. 
 
Riverside County Adaptation: 
An allegedly larger network of bench o5icers, commissioners, court sta5, sheri5 personnel, tribunal 
actors, municipal agencies, public attorneys, private attorneys, political actors, private parties, and 
institutional beneficiaries are entrenched in mutual liability, mutual protection, and continued 
operation of the court-sanctioned machinery. 

 
10. Scale 
 

Kids for Cash Scale: 
Thousands of juvenile adjudications were vacated or expunged, and civil liability exceeded hundreds 
of millions of dollars. 
 
Riverside County Adaptation: 
If substantiated, the Riverside County model may implicate far more case categories, including family 
law, child support, custody, civil, unlawful detainer, probate, criminal, restraining-order, and 
enforcement matters. The resulting exposure could involve mass vacatur, civil-rights litigation, 
restitution, public-funding review, and government liability on a scale exceeding Kids for Cash. 
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CENTRAL APPARATUS EXPLAINED: 
 
 Kids for Cash 
 
The Kids for Cash scandal was operationalized through a critical axis point: waiver of counsel. 
 
In short: Waiver of counsel became the gateway to detention, money, and control. 
 
Riverside County Adaptation 
 
Key Citations:  
California Constitution, article VI, §§ 21–22;  
Code of Civil Procedure § 259(d);  
California Rules of Court, rules 2.810, 2.816, and 2.818(b)(3); and,  
where applicable, Family Code § 4251(b)–(c).  
 
In re Marriage of McClintock and Djulus (2017) 12 Cal.App.5th 648: relying on California Supreme Court 
authority, the Court of Appeal held that a commissioner who lacks a valid stipulation to act as a temporary 
judge cannot issue valid rulings or judgment; absent such stipulation, the resulting rulings or judgment 
are void.  
 
In Riverside County, the scheme is allegedly operationalized through commissioners acting without valid 
temporary-judge authority, falsified or misleading court records, tribunal collusion, and sheri5-backed 
enforcement. 
 
The alleged apparatus begins when required notices and advisements are omitted, diluted, concealed, or 
misrepresented. Litigants are allegedly not meaningfully informed that the commissioner must shift into 
a temporary-judge capacity to exercise binding final-arbiter power in contested matters. They are 
allegedly not meaningfully advised of their right to refuse temporary-judge authority and have the matter 
heard by a judge, or, in certain Title IV-D child-support matters, obtain judge review through objection and 
trial de novo (new hearing under a judge). 
 
Despite failing to obtain valid stipulation as required, the commissioner and court sta5 allegedly use the 
litigant’s identity to certify consent on the litigant’s behalf in the court record. Thus, fabricating a legally 
binding instrument.  
 
The record often reflects “stipulation to commissioner,” which is asserted as defective on its face and not 
valid stipulation to a temporary judge or commissioner acting as a temporary judge; a commissioner is 
not empowered to act as trier of fact and final arbiter in contested matters absent valid temporary-judge 
authority or another lawful basis.  
 
The litigant remains unaware that the record may be counterfeit or defective and renderings may be void 
or voidable. The commissioner proceeds ultra vires, acting without valid certified power to serve as final 
arbiter. The litigant’s family, finances, assets, liberty, housing, movement, children, and legal obligations 
may then be subjected to defective court authority and downstream enforcement. 
 
The harm is completed when sheri5 personnel, agencies, attorneys, private parties, and municipalities 
enforce or rely on those orders under color of law. 
 
In short: Temporary-judge stipulation becomes the gateway to orders, enforcement, money, and control. 
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THE SCIENTER LAYER: Why Riverside County is DiDerent 
 
The defective process may exist elsewhere. If so, other counties may face vacatur, correction, damages, 
and institutional reform. 
  
Riverside County is alleged to be di5erent because o5icials, including the judiciary and Sheri5’s 
Department, were repeatedly told. 
  
The courts, Presiding Judges, Sheri5 Chad Bianco and Sheri5 Court Services, tribunal agencies and 
attorneys, municipal actors, and related personnel were placed on notice through filings, motions, writ 
petitions, requests for judicial notice, jurisdictional challenges, emails, certified mail, personal service, 
and mass-distributed cease-and-desist notices. 
  
Those notices allegedly explained the machinery, identified the legal defects, cited constitutional and 
statutory authority, provided examples, warned of downstream enforcement consequences, warned of 
public-funding implications, and stated that continued participation could evidence intentional 
ignorance, reckless disregard, willful blindness, and scienter. 
  
The alleged response was not correction or acknowledgment. 
  
It was obstruction, silence, adverse record-making, suppression of filings, denial of remedies, coercive 
courtroom control, sheri5-assisted intimidation, retaliation, and continued enforcement. 
  
That is the force multiplier. 
  
Without notice, the defect might be argued as administrative negligence or institutional confusion. With 
repeated notice, ignored warnings, continuing enforcement, and retaliation, the alleged defect becomes 
evidence of a knowing enterprise. 
 
Under the Riverside County corruption theory, court misrepresentations, concealment of tribunal 
misconduct, intentional defective records, refusal to address jurisdictional challenges, undermining of 
judicial notice, and retaliatory chilling and obstruction would weaken subsequent attempts to claim that 
delayed challenges were untimely.  
  
If substantiated, and if counterfeit authority is currently being used to control families, children, money, 
property, liberty, housing, support, custody, criminal exposure, and public funding, state and federal 
justice departments, civil-rights divisions, and oversight agencies may face pressure to take emergency 
action. 
  
There is also a key di5erence between this alleged fraud and recently discovered large-scale government-
fraud schemes. Unlike displaced victims who are several degrees removed from meaningful recourse — 
such as taxpayers harmed by state waste, abuse, homelessness-program failures, or high-speed-rail 
overruns — the alleged Riverside County victims may have direct access to impactful remedies if the fraud 
is exposed to the public. 
  
They are uniquely harmed and may be able to respond immediately through individual tort actions, civil-
rights litigation, and class remedies on a scale not previously seen in comparable government-fraud 
abuses. Moreover, the number of victims, the extended harm to families and third parties, and the direct 
nature of the alleged injuries could produce a civil uproar capable of driving reform through local, state, 
and federal channels. 
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CONCLUSION 
 
The alleged Riverside County model is not presented as ordinary bureaucracy, ine5icient courts, or litigant 
dissatisfaction with unfavorable outcomes. 
  
It is presented as a criminal-enterprise model. 
  
The alleged machinery uses the appearance of court authority to conceal the absence of valid authority. 
It allegedly converts defective or counterfeit temporary-judge stipulation into binding orders, then uses 
sheri5-assisted enforcement, municipal processing, legal systems, public funding, and institutional self-
protection to extract compliance, money, labor, custody consequences, property, liberty, and continued 
participation from victims. 
  
Kids for Cash showed that a courtroom can become the operational center of a criminal enterprise when 
a constitutional safeguard is weaponized. 
  
Operation Emperor’s New Clothes alleges that Riverside County has adapted that model to a broader, 
more public, and more institutionally sanctioned setting. 
  
Kids for Cash used unconscionable waiver of counsel. 
  
Riverside County allegedly uses defective or counterfeit temporary-judge stipulation. 
  
If proven, the result is not merely defective procedure. It is counterfeit authority converted into 
government power. The issue is no longer simply whether cases were mishandled. 
  
The issue is whether, by design, an entire justice-system machinery has been operating without 
lawful clothes. 
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