


• The judge improperly imposed the pre-filing review order even though she 
found that complainant did not have an intent to harass in filing his actions; 

• The judge failed to address some of complainant's points and incorrectly 
ruled on others; 

• The judge should have addressed the points raised by complainant in his 
motion to reconsider; 

• The judge is biased against complainant and in favor of defendants; 

• The judge suffers from a mental disability, as evidenced by her illegal 
behavior and incompetence in complainant's cases. 

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

not judicial decisions. See In re Judicial Conduct and Disability, 517 F.3d 558, 561 

(U.S. Jud. Conf. 2008). The procedure "is not designed as a substitute for, or supplement 

to, appeals or motions for reconsideration," 517 F .3d at 56 I, and 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 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 judge's orders in complainant's cases reflect her careful analysis of the 

applicable facts and law in deciding complainant's claims and in imposing a pre-filing 

review requirement. The judge narrowly tailored her pre-filing review order to focus on 

defendants and claims previously pursued by complainant. The requirement that 
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complainant attach a copy of the order to new filings does not violate his constitutional 

protections for redress of grievances or constitute a bill of attainder. A finding of intent to 

harass is not essential to a pre-filing review order, and the judge did not willfully 

disr~gard the law in imposing a pre-filing review requirement without finding an intent to 

harass. Complainant' s allegations that the judge failed to consider some of his points and 

incorrectly addressed others and that she failed to consider arguments raised in his 

motion to reconsider are directly related to the merits of the judge's decisions and not the 

proper subject of a judicial complaint. Finally, neither the judicial complaint allegations 

nor the records in the district court support complainant's claim that the judge's rulings 

were based on bias, rather than on the reasoning set forth by the judge, and there is no 

showing of mental disability, illegal behavior, or incompetence on the part of the judge. 

Accordingly, these judicial complaints are 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. 
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