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MEMORANDUM AND ORDER 

Complainant brings these judic ial complaints pursuant to the Judicial Conduct and 

Disabil ity Act, 28 U.S.C. §§ 351 -364. against the federal district judge and foderal 

magistrate judge assigned to complainant's case. The Act provides an administrative 

remedy for judicial "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 disability." 28 U.S.C. § 35l(a). 

Complainant fi led a complaint in district court alleging that an administrative 

decision by a federal agency violated her right to due process, her protection against self-

incrimination, and her protection against unreasonable searches and seizures. 

Complainant also alleged that the federal agency did not comply with the statutes and 

regulations applicable to her proceeding. The district court upheld the agency decision 

and dismissed complainant's action. An appeal to the court of appeals is currently 

pending. 

Complainant alleges in this judicial complaint that the judges: 



• concealed her objection to a motion for extension of time by granting the motion 
before she had an opportunity to respond and by failing to docket her response 
when received; 

• tampered with the postmark date on her response to a motion to make it appear 
as though the response was not timely filed; 

• conspired with the defendants in granting a motion for extension of time by 
signing and backdating a draft order provided by defendants; 

• concealed evidence of the defendants' unconstitutional wrongs in the final order; 

• made errors regarding subject matter jurisdiction in the final order; 

• entered an invalid final order; and 

• participated in the denial of due process by upholding the agency's actions. 

The Judicial Conduct and Disability Act establishes an administrative remedy for 

judicial misconduct. The procedure "is not designed as a substitute for, or supplement to, 

appeals or motions for reconsideration." Jn re Memorandum of Decision, 517 F.3d 558, 

561 (U.S. Jud. Conf. 2008). Allegations that are "directly related to the merits of a 

decision or procedural ruling" are subject to dismissal under the Act. 28 U.S.C. 

§ 352(b)(l)(A)(ii). 

A judicial complaint must present "sufficient evidence to raise an inference that 

misconduct has occurred." 28 U.S.C. § 352(b)(l)(A)(iii). If "the only support for the 

allegation of bad acts or motive is the merits of the judge's ruling," the complaint must be 

dismissed. In re Doe, 640 F.3d 869, 873 (8th Cir. 2011 ). 

Complainant objects to delay in fil ing her papers and points out that they were 

filed after the del ivery date reported by the Postal Service. Complainant alleges that the 
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judges delayed her filings and backdated docket entries as part of a conspiracy to 

prejudice her case. Complainant' s challenges to the filing and docketing of papers are 

challenges to functions which are the responsibility of the clerk of court under Rule 79 of 

the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. The allegations do not raise claims of judicial 

misconduct, and complainant has presented no evidence that the judges were part of a 

conspiracy against her. 

ComplainanCs allegations that the judges' orders concealed evidence of the 

defendants' wrongs and were, in themselves, invalid and a denial of due process are 

allegations that are directly related to the merits of the judges' rulings. Although 

complainant may be dissatisfied with the judges' rulings, she cannot seek review of their 

decisions through the judicial complaint process. 

Accordingly, these complaints are dismissed as merits related and as lacking in 

evidence of misconduct. 28 U.S.C. § 352(b)(l)(A)(ii) & (iii). 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 
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