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MEMORANDUM AND ORDER 

Complainant brings this judicia l complaint against a federal district judge pursuant 

to 28 U.S.C. § 35 l(a), which provides an administrative remedy for "conduct prejudicial 

to the effective and expeditious administration of the business of the courts" and for 

judicial inability to "discharge all the duties of office by reason of mental or physical 

disabi lity." 

Complainant was indicted on federal criminal charges in January 20 17 and 

released under supervision pending trial. On February 16, 2017, complainant filed a 

pretrial petition for writ of habeas corpus alleging violations of his constitutional rights. 

E ighteen days after fi ling his habeas petition, be filed this judicial complaint alleging 

delay in the processing of his habeas petition. Complainant alleges that the judge put a 

hold on the congressionally enacted writ of habeas corpus. On March 8, 20 l 7~ the j udge 

dismissed the habeas petition for fai lure to exhaust available remedies. 

The Judicial Conduct and Disability Act excludes from its coverage allegations 

that are "directly related to the merits of a decision or procedural ruling." 28 U.S.C. 

§ 352(b)(l)(A)(ii). An allegation of delay in rendering a decision is considered a merits-

related claim under the Act and is not cognizable "unless the allegation concerns an 



improper motive in delaying a particular decision or habitual delay in a significant 

number of unrelated cases." Rule 3(h)(3)(B), Rules for Judicial-Conduct and Judfoial

Disability Proceedings. 

In this case, the district court acted promptly upon complainant s habeas corpus 

petition. The record is devoid of evidence of any delay, any habitual delay, or any ill 

motive on the part of the district judge. 

Accordingly, this complaint is dismissed pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 352(b)(l )(A)(ii) 

& (i ii) as merits-related and lacking in factual support. 

ITIS SO ORDERED. 
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