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Complainant brings this judicial complaint pursuant to the Judicial Conduct and 

Disability Act, 28 U.S.C. §§ 351-364, against a federal district judge. 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). 

This judicial complaint arises out of complainant' s criminal prosecution on 

charges of passing false and fictitious instruments in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 514(a)(2). 

Complainant maintains that federal agents kidnapped him and failed to present him with 

a warrant and that when he objected to the agents' actions, the district judge merely 

advised him that he could file a motion. After complainant filed a motion to dismiss and 

appeared for a hearing on the motion, the district judge again refused to dismiss the 

charges. 

Complainant alleges that this was a failure on the part of the judge to perfonn "her 

duty as an Administrative Fiduciary Agent, under Oath to Constitutional Obligation, to 



protect [his] Constitutional and Treaty protected Inalienable/Unalienable Birthrights." 

(Complaint at 4). Complainant maintains that it will be evident upon review of his 

transcripts that "Due Process of the Law has been abrogated and abridged [through] 

collusion to _persecute/prosecute [him] under a Color of Law with mal, vindictive and 

selective intent." (Complaint at 4). 

The Judicial Conduct and Disability Act provides for review of judicial conduct, 

not judicial decisions. See 28 U.S.C. § 352(b)(l)(A)(ii); In re Judicial Conduct and 

Disability, 517 F.3d 558, 561 (U.S. Jud. Conf. 2008). A claim of misconduct in 

connection with a judge' s decision requires "clear and convincing evidence of a judge's 

arbitrary and intentional departure from prevailing law based on his or her disagreement 

with, or willful indifference to, that law," 517 F.3d at 562, or evidence that the judge's 

ruling was the result of a bribe, ex parte contact, racial bias, or other improper motive, 

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

The record and transcripts in complainant's case offer no evidence that the judge 

abrogated due process or colluded in a prosecution motivated by vindictiveness or 

selective intent. The judge afforded complainant a full opportunity to present his 

arguments in support of dismissal and issued a lengthy opinion carefully addressing 

complainant's claims of vindictive prosecution, selective prosecution, duress, and lack of 

jurisdiction over complainant as a natural born Citizen of "Amexem/ Al Mauricanos/ 

American." The facts of this complaint, which show only that complainant disagrees 

with the judge' s decision, are insufficient to state a claim of judicial misconduct. 
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Accordingly, this judicial complaint is dismissed as directly related to the merits 

of the judge's rulings and as lacking in evidentiary support for a claim of misconduct. 28 

U.S.C. § 352(b){l){A)(ii) & (iii). 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Chief Judge 
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