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MEMORANDUM AND ORDER 

Complainant brings this judicial complaint against a federal district judge pursuant 

to the Judicial Conduct and Disability Act, 28 U.S.C. §§ 351-364, which provides an 

administrative remedy for judicial conduct "prejudicial to the effective and expeditious 

administration of the business of the courts" for judicial inability to "discharge all the 

duties of office by reason of mental or physical disability." 28 U.S.C. § 351(a). 

Complainant filed a notice of removal of her case from the state appellate court to 

the federal district court. The district judge remanded the case to the state court and 

thereafter denied complainant's motions to vacate the order. The court of appeals 

dismissed complainant's appeal from the remand order and affirmed the denial of her 

motion to vacate. 

Complainant now alleges in her judicial complaint that the judge had a vested 

interest in and assigned the case to himself because his daughter previously worked at the 

state agency that orchestrated the deprivation of complainant' s rights. 

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). Judicial misconduct may be based 

upon a showing that the judge' s rulings were motivated by bias or some other improper 

motive, 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)(l)(A)(iii); In re Doe, 2 F.3d 308 (8th Cir. 1993) Gudicial complaint process may 

not be used to pursue speculative claims). 

The judge's order of remand considered all relevant bases for removal and set 

forth the reasons for remanding the action to state court. Complainant has presented no 

evidence to support her allegation that the judge assigned the case to himself or that he 

remanded it to state court because his daughter previously worked for a state agency that 

allegedly deprived complainant of her rights. 

Accordingly, this judicial complaint is dismissed as merits related and lacking in 

factual support for a claim of misconduct. 28 U.S.C. § 352(b)(l)(A)(ii) & (iii). 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

-=-:::::: '7Qfr~:~~~ 
Chief Judge 

2 


