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Complainant filed these complaints against a federal district judge and federal 

magistrate judge under the Judicial Conduct and Disability Act, 28 U.S.C. §§ 351-364. 

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. § 351(a). 

The judicial complaints arise out of the judges' actions in three cases filed by 

complainant in district court. The first case referenced by complainant is a civil rights 

action in which he alleged deliberate indifference to his serious medical needs. The 

magistrate judge recommended that summary judgment be granted as to certain 

defendants, and the district judge adopted this recommendation. The case proceeded to a 

bench trial as to the remaining defendants, following which the district judge entered 



findings of fact and conclusions of law in favor of defendants. Complainant alleges in his 

judicial complaints that the findings of fact and conclusions of law were inconsistent with 

the evidence. 

The second case referenced by complainant is a habeas corpus petition in which 

the magistrate judge recommended denying complainant's motion for default judgment 

and finding in favor of respondent. The district judge adopted these recommendations. 

Complainant alleges in his judicial complaints that default judgment should have been 

entered in complainant' s favor. 

The third case referenced by complainant is a civil rights complaint alleging 

improper seizure of his religious materials. The magistrate judge recommended summary 

dismissal as to certain defendants, and the district judge adopted this recommendation, 

while allowing the case to proceed as to the remaining defendants. Complainant alleges 

in his judicial complaints that summary dismissal as to certain defendants was improper, 

that his motions have not been ruled on, that defendants have been permitted to make 

false contentions, and that defendants have not been required to participate in discovery. 

The Judicial Conduct and Disability Act does not permit review of claims that are 

"directly related to the merits of a decision or procedural ruling." 28 U.S.C. 

§ 352(b)(l)(A)(ii); see In re Judicial Conduct and Disability, 517 F.3d 558 (U.S. Jud. 

Conf. 2008). To avoid the merits-related bar, a complainant must present "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 had an improper motive for his or her ruling, Rule 
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3(h)(3)(A), Rules for Judicial-Conduct and Judicial-Disability Proceedings. A claim of 

improper motive must be supported by sufficient evidence to raise an inference that 

misconduct has occurred. See 28 U.S.C. § 352(b)(l)(A)(iii). If "the only support for the 

allegation of bad acts or motive is the merits of the judge's ruling, 11 the complaint must be 

dismissed. In re Doe, 640 F.3d 869, 873 (8th Cir. Jud. Council 2011). 

Complainant's misconduct allegations are all directly related to the merits of the 

judges' rulings, and complainant has made no showing that the judges were willfully 

indifferent to the law or that they had an improper motive for their decisions. 

Accordingly, these judicial complaints are dismissed pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 

§ 352(b)(l)(A)(ii) as directly related to the merits of the judges' decisions. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 
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