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MEMORANDUM AND ORDER 

Complainant filed this complaint under 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. § 35 l(a). 

Complainant filed a civil action in district court alleging negligence against the 

government under the Federal Tort Claims Act (FTCA) and common-law breach of 

contract and conspiracy claims against private defendants. The district judge granted 

summary judgment in favor of the government on the grounds that complainant's FTCA 

claim was time-barred and without merit and ordered the complainant to show cause why 

the action should not be dismissed without prejudice as to unserved defendants. The 

judge filed the order under seal and directed the parties to identify any necessary 

redactions to the order prior to filing on the public docket. 



Complainant identified proposed redactions and also moved for reconsideration on 

the basis that the order was the product of fraud, conspiracy, and retaliation. The judge 

considered and rejected complainant's challenges to the order. The judge also found that 

no redactions were required and that complainant had failed to show cause for failure to 

serve the private defendants; however, the judge allowed the filing and service of an 

amended complaint as to one defendant. 

Complainant alleges the following misconduct in her case: 

l) Government attorneys with control over complainant's mail and personal 
computer altered her documents, including changing the order in which 
address lines appeared on the UPS label for one of her filings. 

2) The judge conspired with government counsel and with court employees to 
prevent consideration of claims of fraud made by complainant in a certified 
mail submission that the U.S. Postal Service reportedly was unable to deliver 
because no authorized recipient was available. 

3) Upon verbal agreement from the beginning of the case, the judge protected 
the fraudulent and unlawful conduct of government counsel and conspired to 
enter judgment in the government's favor. 

The Judicial Conduct and Disability Act provides a means for reviewing 

allegations of misconduct by federal judges. It does not permit review of allegations that 

government attorneys exercised control over complainant's computer or mailings or that 

they altered her documents. The Act also does not permit review of a claim that court 

employees were unavailable to accept delivery of filings. 

A claim that a judge acted in conspiracy with government counsel or court 

employees to perpetuate a fraud must be supported by more than complainant' s bare 

assertion of conspiracy. See 28 U.S.C. § 352(b)(l)(A)(iii); In re Complaint of Doe, 2 
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F.3d 308 (8th Cir. Jud. Council 1993). Complainant's unsupported allegations of 

conspiracy are not evidence of misconduct and are belied by the record of full and fa ir 

consideration the judge afforded to all of complainant's claims. 

This judicial complaint is, accordingly, dismissed pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 

§ 352(b )(l )(A)(iii) as lacking in factual support for a claim of judicial misconduct. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 
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