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MEMORANDUM AND ORDER 

Complainant brings this judicial complaint against the subject district judge 

pursuant to the Judicial Conduct and Disability Act, 28 U.S.C. §§ 351-364. The Act 

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 disability." 28 U.S.C. 

§ 35 l(a). 

Complainant filed a complaint in 2012, asserting Fair Credit Reporting Act, Fair 

Debt Collection Practices Act, Truth in Lending Act, and other claims. The subject 

district judge entered summary judgment in favor of the defendant. That decision was 

affirmed on complainant's appeal to the court of appeals. Complainant filed a new 

complaint in 2015, raising additional claims and naming additional defendants. The 

complaint was initially assigned to a different district judge. After that judge recused 



himself, the case was reassigned to the subject judge. The judge dismissed the case, and 

that decision was affirmed on complainant's appeal to the court of appeals. 

Complainant alleges in his judicial complaint that the subject judge requested that 

the case be reassigned to him because of his involvement with the prior case. He further 

alleges that the subject judge's knowledge of the prior case and the parties should have 

precluded his involvement in the new case and that the subject judge demonstrated 

obvious bias against complainant in the new case. 

The Judicial Conduct and Disability Act excludes from its coverage misconduct 

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

U.S.C. § 352(b)(l)(A)(ii). Although a charge of illegal or improper motive underlying a 

judicial ruling is cognizable on a complaint of judicial misconduct, such a charge must be 

supported by "sufficient evidence to raise an inference that misconduct has occurred." 28 

U.S.C. § 352(b)(l)(A)(iii); see In re Doe, 2 F.3d 308 (8th Cir. 1993) Uudicial complaint 

process may not be used to pursue speculative claims). 

Complainant has offered no factual support for his claim that the subject judge 

asked that the case be reassigned to him due to his bias against complainant. The case 

record reflects that the case was reassigned after the first judge recused himself based on 

a conflict. The district court's standing order calls for reassignment to the subject judge 

upon recusal by the judge first assigned. In addition, contrary to complainant's 

allegations, knowledge of the case or the parties arising from a judge's involvement in an 

earlier case does not support a claim that the judge is biased. See Liteky v. United States, 

510 U.S. 540 (1994). 
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Accordingly, this judicial complaint is dismissed pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 

§ 352(b)(l)(A)(ii) & (iii) as directly related to the merits of the judge's rulings and as 

lacking in factual support for a claim of misconduct. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 
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