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Complainant brings this judiciaJ complaint pursuant to the Judicial Conduct and 

Disability Act, 28 U.S.C. §§ 351-364, against the district judge presiding over her civil 

action. The Act provides an administrative remedy for judicial "conduct prejudicial to 

the effective and expeditious administration of the business of the cou11s" and for judicial 

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

28 U.S.C. § 351 (a). 

Complainant alleges that the district judge is engaging m misconduct in 

complainant's pending civil action that is similar to the misconduct demonstrated by the 

judge in an earlier case filed by complainant. Complainant alleges that in both cases the 

judge evidenced unrelenting bias and prejudice against complainanl engaged in ex parte 

communication, and conspired w ith federal attorneys to alter complainant's claims, 

change federal Jaw. commit fraud, and ensure that complainant received neither a fair 

tribunal nor the relief to ·which she is entitled. Complainant further alleges that the judge 

is seeking revenge against complainant because the judge was demoted from her position 

as chief judge after complainant filed a complaint with the House Judiciary Committee 



based on the judge·s actions in the earlier case. Complainant also filed a prior judicial 

complaint against the district judge in which she alleged that the judge engaged in similar 

misconduct in the earlier case to that a lleged here. That complaint was dismissed as 

directly related to the merits of the judge's rulings and as lacking in factuaJ support for 

any showing of misconduct. In re Judicial Complaint, No. 04-1 0-90087 (Aug. 9, 20 l 0). 

The Judicial Conduct and Disability Act provides a means to review claims 

relating to a judge's conduct; it does not permit review of a judge's decisions; allegations 

that are "directly related to the merits of a decision or procedural ruling" are subject to 

dismissal. 28 U.S.C. § 352(b)(l)(A)(ii). Misconduct may be based upon a showing that 

the judge's ruling \Vas the product of bias or conspiracy, but the claim must be supported 

by sufficient evidence to raise an inference that misconduct has occurred and cannot be 

based on mere speculation. See 28 U.S.C. § 352(b)(1 )(A)(iii); Rule 3(h)(3)(A), Rules for 

Judicial-Conduct and Judicia l-Disability Proceedings; In re Complain! of Doe, 2 F.3d 308 

(8th Cir. Jud. Council 1993. If "the only support for the allegation of bad acts or motive 

is the meri ts of the judge's ruling,'' the complaint must be dismissed. Jn re Complaint of 

Doe, 640 F.3d 869, 873 (8th Cir. Jud. Cow1cil 2011 ). 

Complainant's allegations that the judge's rulings and orders were the result of 

unrelenting bias, ex parte communication, and conspiracy are without evidentiary 

support. Her allegations of bias, ex parte communication, are based on her speculation 

and her disagreement with the judge s decis ions. Complainant"s a llegation that the judge 

retaliated against her because of a complaint filed with the House Committee on the 
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Judiciary is likewise without factual support. The judge served as chief for seven years, 

which is the term established for chief district judges by 28 U.S.C. § l36(a)(3)(A). 

Accordingly, this judicial complaint is dismissed as directly related to the merits 

of the judge's rul ings and as lacking in evidentiary support. 28 U.S.C. § 352(b)( l )(A)(ii) 

& (iii) . 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Chief Judge 
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