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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE EIGHTH CIRCUIT

No: 20-2430
Robert Campo

Appellant
v.

U.S. Department of Justice 

Appellee

No: 20-2439
Ferissa Talley

Appellant
v.

U.S. Department of Labor 

Appellee

No: 20-2494
Ferissa Talley 

Jack R. T. Jordan
Appellant

v.
U.S. Department of Labor 

Appellee
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Appeal from U.S. District Court for the 
Western District of Missouri - Kansas City 

(4:19-cv-00905-ODS) 
(4:19-cv-00493-ODS) 
(4:19-cv-00493-ODS)

ORDER
The motions “for the issuance of a published (or at 

least reasoned) opinion” are denied. In the motions, 
counsel for the appellants accuses judges of this court 
and the district court of being liars, criminals, and “con 
men.” These scurrilous and unfounded allegations are 
unbecoming of an officer of the court and member of 
the bar. This order shall serve as notice of Jack R. T. 
Jordan’s unethical behavior to the Kansas and New 
York bars, of which he is a member, and we direct the 
Clerk of Court to serve copies of this order and the mo­
tions on the pertinent disciplinary bar authorities.

August 06, 2021

Order Entered at the Direction of the Court:
Clerk, U.S. Court of Appeals, Eighth Circuit.

/s/ Michael E. Gans
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE EIGHTH CIRCUIT

No: 20-2430
Robert Campo

Appellant
v.

U.S. Department of Justice 

Appellee

No: 20-2439 

Ferissa Talley
Appellant

v.
U.S. Department of Labor 

Appellee

No: 20-2494
Ferissa Talley 

Jack R. T. Jordan
Appellant

v.
U.S. Department of Labor 

Appellee
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Appeal from U.S. District Court for the 
Western District of Missouri - Kansas City 

(4:19-cv-00905-ODS) 
(4:19-cv-00493-ODS) 
(4:19-cv-00493-ODS)

ORDER
Before GRUENDER, BENTON, and STRAS, Circuit 
Judges.

The pending motions, which repeat many of the 
unfounded, scurrilous allegations from previous filings, 
are denied. No further filings from Jack R. T. Jordan 
will be accepted in these cases, except for a proper pe­
tition for rehearing. We also order Jordan to show 
cause within 30 days why he should not be suspended 
or disbarred from practicing law in this court.

August 09, 2021

Order Entered at the Direction of the Court:
Clerk, U.S. Court of Appeals, Eighth Circuit.

/s/ Michael E. Gans
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE EIGHTH CIRCUIT

No: 20-2430
Robert Campo

Appellant
v.

U.S. Department of Justice 

Appellee

No: 20-2439 

Ferissa Talley
Appellant

v.
U.S. Department of Labor 

Appellee

No: 20-2494
Ferissa Talley 

Jack R. T. Jordan
Appellant

v.
U.S. Department of Labor 

Appellee
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Appeal from U.S. District Court for the 
Western District of Missouri - Kansas City 

(4:19-cv-00905-ODS)
(4:19-cv-00493-ODS)
(4:19-cv-00493-ODS)

ORDER
Jack R. T. Jordan is disbarred from practicing law 

in this court.

November 02, 2021

Order Entered at the Direction of the Court: 
Clerk, U.S. Court of Appeals, Eighth Circuit.

/s/ Michael E. Gans
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE EIGHTH CIRCUIT

No: 20-2494
Ferissa Talley 

Jack R. T. Jordan
Appellant

v.
U.S. Department of Labor 

Appellee

Appeal from U.S. District Court for the 
Western District of Missouri - Kansas City 

(4:19-cv-00493-ODS)

ORDER
Appellant Jack Jordan’s motion to vacate the 

Court’s order of November 2,2021 disbarring him from 
practicing law in this Court has been considered by the 
court, and the motion is denied. It is further ordered 
that Mr. Jordan is barred from making any further fil­
ings in this case, including any filings related to his 
disbarment.

November 17, 2021

Order Entered at the Direction of the Court: 
Clerk, U.S. Court of Appeals, Eighth Circuit.

/s/ Michael E. Gans
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE EIGHTH CIRCUIT

No: 20-2494 

Ferissa Talley 

Jack R. T. Jordan
Appellant

v.
U.S. Department of Labor 

Appellee

Appeal from U.S. District Court for the 
Western District of Missouri - Kansas City 

(4:19-cv-00493-ODS)

ORDER
Appellant’s petition for rehearing and brief in sup­

port are stricken pursuant to the court’s order of No­
vember 17, 2021.

December 28, 2021

Order Entered Under Rule 27A(a):
Clerk, U.S. Court of Appeals, Eighth Circuit.

/s/ Michael E. Gans
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United States Court of Appeals
FOR THE

SECOND CIRCUIT

At a stated term of the United States Court 
of Appeals for the Second Circuit, held at the 
Thurgood Marshall United States Courthouse, 
40 Foley Square, in the City of New York, on the 
4th day of February, two thousand twenty-two.
Present:

Jose A. Cabranes, 
Robert D. Sack, 
Richard C. Wesley,

Circuit Judges.

21-90055-am
ORDER OF 
GRIEVANCE PANEL
(Filed Feb. 4, 2022)

In re Jack R.T. Jordan,
Attorney.

Jack R.T. Jordan, a member of this Court’s bar, has no­
tified this Court of his disbarment by the United States 
Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit and requests, 
inter alia, that this Court not reciprocally disbar him 
based on the Eighth Circuit’s disbarment order. We 
note that Jordan has expressed an intention to appeal 
the Eighth Circuit decision to the Supreme Court and 
has been granted an extension of time to file a peti­
tion for writ of certiorari. See Campo u. Department of 
Justice, S. Ct. No. 21A358, 1727/2022 order (granting 
until 4/1/2022 to file certiorari petition).
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Upon due consideration, it is hereby ORDERED that 
this reciprocal disciplinary proceeding is STAYED 
pending further notice of this panel. It is further OR­
DERED (a) aside from any appeals in this Court in 
which Jordan is currently an attorney of record, Jordan 
not appear or represent any clients before this Court 
unless he is first granted leave to do so by this panel; 
(b) Jordan notify this panel of all future decisions of 
the Supreme Court in, or resulting from, the proceed­
ing docketed in that Court under 21A358; and (c) Jor­
dan notify this Court, within 28 days of the date of the 
present order, whether he is the subject of any pending 
disciplinary proceeding before any disciplinary author­
ity, including a disciplinary committee of the New York 
Appellate Division, and, if so, provide a copy of the dis­
ciplinary charges, all responsive papers, and all orders 
relating to those charges. Jordan must update his re­
sponse to clause (c) of this paragraph if any discipli­
nary proceeding is initiated after the 28-day period.

The Clerk of Court is directed to serve a copy of this 
order on Jordan and all courts and jurisdictions to 
which this Court distributes disciplinary decisions in 
the ordinary course.

FOR THE COURT: 
Catherine O’Hagan Wolfe, 

Clerk of Court
[SEAL]

/s/ Catherine O’Hagan Wolfe
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE 
WESTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOURI

In the Matter of 
Jack R. T. Jordan,
Respondent.

)
) No. 21-13-D
)

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE WHY RESPONDENT
SHOULD NOT BE DISBARRED FROM

PRACTICING LAW BEFORE THIS COURT
(Filed Nov. 17, 2021)

On November 2, 2021, the United States Court of 
Appeals for the Eighth Circuit entered an order disbar­
ring respondent from the practice of law before that 
court. A certified copy of that order has been presented 
to this Court.

Upon receipt by this Court of a certified or exem­
plified copy of a judgment or order stating that an at­
torney admitted to practice before this Court has been 
disciplined by another court, an order will issue direct­
ing the respondent to show cause why identical disci­
pline should not be imposed by this Court. Local Rule 
83.6(c)3.B.

Accordingly, it is ORDERED that:

1) respondent has 30 days after service of this or­
der to show cause in writing why an order should not 
be entered by this Court pursuant to Local Rule 
83.6(c)3.E disbarring respondent from the practice of 
law before this Court; and
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2) the Clerk of the Court is directed to mail a 
copy of this order by regular United States Mail and 
by certified mail, return receipt requested, to Jack R. T. 
Jordan, 3102 Howell Street, North Kansas City, MO 
64116.

/s/ Beth Phillips
Beth Phillips
Chief U. S. District Judge

Kansas City, Missouri 
Dated: 11/17/21


