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MEMORANDUM AND ORDER 

Complainant brings this judicial complaint against a federal district judge 

[hereinafter subject judge], alleging that the judge has engaged in conduct "prejudicial to 

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

§ 35 l{a). 

Complainant filed a civil action in district court against the car dealership that sold 

him a vehicle. The subject judge found that the action was one for breach of contract and 

that it failed to satisfy the statutory minimum requirement for diversity jurisdiction. He 

accordingly dismissed the action. Complainant moved to reconsider, to amend his 

complaint, and for preliminary injunctive relief, on the grounds that he was asserting 

federal civil rights claims, including a claim that the defendants had him falsely arrested 

for car theft. The subject judge reinstated the case, allowed the filing of an amended 

complaint, and denied preliminary injunctive relief. The case was then reassigned to 

another judge, who ultimately dismissed the action without prejudice to the filing of a 

second amended complaint. Complainant's subsequent appeal was dismissed. 



Complainant filed this judicial complaint alleging that the subject judge failed to 

take action to address complainant's allegations that he had been illegally arrested for car 

theft and his car illegally confiscated. Complainant maintains that this illegal arrest and 

confiscation constituted armed kidnapping and carjacking and that the subject judge 

aided and abetted these crimes through his inaction. 

The Judicial Conduct and Disability Act establishes an administrative remedy for 

judicial misconduct or disability. The procedure "is not designed as a substitute for, or 

supplement to, appeals or motions for reconsideration," In re Memorandum of Decision, 

517 F.3d 558, 561 (U.S. Jud. Conf. 2008), and allegations that are "directly related to the 

merits of a decision or procedural ruling" are subject to dismissal under the Act. 28 

U.S.C. § 352(b)(l)(A)(ii). If, however, the complainant demonstrates "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's ruling was the result of a bribe, ex parte contact, racial 

bias, or other improper motive, Rule 3(h)(3)(A), Rules for Judicial-Conduct and Judicial

Disability Proceedings, a claim may be brought under the Act. 

Complainant's allegation of misconduct is based on his dissatisfaction with the 

subject judge's rulings in his case, which he describes as making the judge criminally 

complicit for aiding and abetting. There is no evidence, however, that the judge departed 

from prevailing law or that his rulings were the result of a bribe or other improper 

motive. The judge's reasoned opinions on the claims presented in the action offer no 
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support for a claim of misconduct and no basis for finding the judge complicit in the 

offenses alleged by complainant. 

Therefore, this judicial complaint is dismissed pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 

§ 352(b)(l)(A)(ii) & (iii) as related to the merits of the judge's rulings and lacking in 

factual support. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 
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