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MEMORANDUM AND ORDER 
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Complainant brings these judicial complaints against a 

federal district judge and a federal magistrate judge pursuant 

to the Judicial Conduct and Disability Act, 28 U.S. C. §§ 351-

364, alleging that the judges have either engaged in deliberate 

misconduct or shown themselves Wlable "to distinguish that a 

court of record moves under the common law jurisdiction.,,. 

(Judicial Complaint at 2} . 

Complainant filed a claim in trespass to which the district 

court assigned a civil action number. The magistrate judge 

entered an order directing complainant to either pay the f iling 

fee or submit an in forma pauperis affidavit within 30 days, 

warning complainant that failure to do so could result in the 

· Complainant also complains that clerks, deputy clerks, and 
unknown federal agents have tampered with the titles and labels 
of his claim. The Judicial Conduct and Disability Act does not 
provide an avenue for review of claims against individuals 
other than federal judges. 28 U.S.C. § 3Sl(a) & (d); Rule S(d), 
Rules for Judicial-Conduct and Judicial-Disability. 



dismissal of his action, without prejudice. Complainant failed 

to comply with the magistrate judge's order, and the district 

judge entered an order dismissing the action without prejudice. 

Complainant alleges in his judicial complaints that the 

magistrate judge and district judge are denying him the right to 

file a verified claim, not a complaint, in a federal court of 

record "as a Man and not as a plaintiff, pauper, Pro Se, or any 

other legalese terms . 11 (Judicial Complaint at 1) . Complainant 

c laims that he is not required to pay the filing fee or submit 

an in forma pauperis affidavit and that, by requiring him to do 

so, the judges have trespassed on his claim and violated their 

oaths to uphold the Constitution. He asks that his claim be 

reassigned "utilizing any Man or Woman playing the role as 

federal magistrate judge that can comprehend the common law . " 

(Judicial Complaint at 2) . 

11 Misconduct 11 under the Judicial Conduct and Disability Act 

is "conduct prejudicial to the effective and expeditious 

administration of the business of the courts." Allegations o f 

misconduct may be considered only to the extent they challenge 

the judge's conduct, not the judge's decisions, and must be 

supported by sufficient evidence to raise an inference that 

misconduct has occurred. 28 U.S . C. § 352(b)(l)(A)(ii) & (iii); 

Rule 3 (h) (3) (A), Rules for Judicial- Conduct and Judicial-

Disability Proceedings. To establish that a decision was the 

result of judicial misconduct requires "clear and convincing 
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evidence of a judge's arbitrary and intentional departure from 

prevailing law" based on the judge's disagreement with, or 

willful indifference to, the law . In re Memorandum of Decision, 

517 F.3d 558, 562 (U.S. Jud. Conf. 2008). 

"Disability" under the Act is defined as "a temporary or 

permanent impairment, physical or mental, rendering a judge 

unable to discharge the duties of the particular judicial 

office." 

In requiring complainant to pay the filing fee or apply for 

in forma pauperis status to proceed with his claim, the judges 

applied clearly established law applicable to all cases and 

exhibited neither misconduct nor disability. Complainant's view 

that these laws do not apply to him is not evidence of judicial 

misconduct or disability. 

These complaints are, accordingly, dismissed pursuant to 28 

U.S.C. § 352(b)(l)(A)(ii) & (iii). 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 
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