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MEMORANDUM AND ORDER 

Complainant brings these judicial complaints against a federal district judge and a 

federal magistrate judge pursuant to 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 11discharge all the duties of office by reason of mental or physical 

disability." 28 U.S.C. § 35 l(a). 

Complainant alleges that the judges engaged m the following misconduct m 

connection with her lawsuit against another judge: 

These judges stole my identity 1:tnd IFP funding. I went 
against judges in [this] case present evidence. [He] dismiss 
our case if we had default and had no court sending order 
through mail violating the Judiciary Policy, our Bill of Rights 
and obstruction of justice, violation of state and federal law 
codes. 

Review of the district court record discloses that the magistrate judge took no 

action in the case. The district judge carefully analyzed complainant's claims and 

afforded complainant an opportunity to avoid dismissal by filing an amended complaint 



curing deficiencies in the original complaint. The district judge reviewed the amended 

complaint and, for reasons thoroughly presented in the judge's final order, dismissed the 

action without prejudice pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2). 

Under Rule 6(b ), Rules for Judicial-Conduct and Judicial-Disability Proceedings, 

"[a] complaint must contain a concise statement that details the specific facts on which 

the claim of misconduct or disability is based." Complainant has failed to detail the 

specific facts on which her misconduct claims are based, and the district court record 

offers no support for her allegations that the judges stole her identity or IFP funds, 

obstructed justice, or violated the Bill of Rights, state or federal law, or judiciary policy. 

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

§ 352(b)(l)(A)(iii) as lacking in factual support. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

/) 2£ ll¼i 1 ~~ ( 
I J. Harvie ~kinson III* 

Circuit Judge 

• Acting upon disqualification of the Chief Judge pursuant to Rule 25(f), Rules for 
Judicial-Conduct and Judicial-Disability Proceedings .. 
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