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MEMORANDUM AND ORDER 

Complainant filed these judicial complaints against a federal district judge and 

federal magistrate judge under the Judicial Conduct and Disability Act, 28 U.S.C. 

§§ 351-364. Complainant alleges that the judges have engaged in conduct "prejudicial to 

the effective and expeditious administration of the business of the courts," 28 U.S.C. 

§ 35 l(a), in several cases filed by complainant in district court. 

Specifically, complainant alleges that: 

1) The district judge used his office to obtain special treatment for his friends by 

ruling in their favor in complainant's cases. 

2) The district judge delayed complainant's case after it was remanded to allow 

the filing of an amended complaint. 

3) The judges denied complainant's motions despite his showing of good cause 

for the relief requested. 

4) The judges' refusal to appoint counsel for complainant, who is on mental 

health medication, denied him access to the courts. 

5) The judges bypassed complainant's motions and dismissed his cases. 



6) The judges should have recused themselves in complainant's cases because 

they were friendly with a lawyer in the firm representing the defendants. 

7) The magistrate judge's denial of a subpoena prevented complainant from 

exposing false statements and corruption on the part of law enforcement. 

8) The judges failed to take any action in response to complainant's claim that his 

life was in danger. 

The Judicial Conduct and Disability Act provides an administrative remedy for 

judicial misconduct, not an avenue for review of judicial decisions. Under 28 U.S.C. 

§ 352(b)(l)(A)(ii), claims that are "directly related to the merits of a decision or 

procedural ruling" are not subject to misconduct review. To avoid the merits-related bar, 

a misconduct claim must contain "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," In re Judicial Conduct and Disability, 517 F.3d 558, 

562 (U.S. Jud. Conf. 2008), or evidence that the ruling was the result of an improper 

motive, Rule 3(h)(3)(A), Rules for Judicial-Conduct and Judicial-Disability Proceedings. 

If the "only support for the allegation of bad acts or motive is the merits of the judge's 

rulings," the complaint must be dismissed. In re Doe, 640 F.3d 869, 873 (8th Cir. 2011). 

Complainant's allegations all focus on the failure of the judges to grant him the 

relief he requested. He suggests that the judges were willfully indifferent to the 

requirements of the law in failing to appoint counsel, that they exhibited bias in favor of 

their friends and should have recused themselves, that they retaliated against complaint 

through delay and denial of relief after complainant's case was remanded, and that they 
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committed error in their rulings and in their fa ilure to direct that detention center officials 

protect him. 

Complainant's only support for his allegations that the judges were willfully 

indifferent to the law or used their rulings to benefit friends or harm complainant is the 

orders themselves. The rulings issued by the district judge and magistrate judge refl ect, 

however, that they applied the law to the facts of each case without any bias or 

indi fference. Complainant's disagreement with their decisions fa ils to give rise to a claim 

of judicial misconduct. 

Accordingly, these judicial complaints are dismissed as directly related to the 

merits of the judges' decisions and as lacking in factual support for a claim of 

misconduct. 28 U.S.C. § 352(b)( l )(A)(ii) & (iii). 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 
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