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MEMORANDUM AND ORDER 

Complainant brings this judicial complaint against a magistrate judge pursuant to 

the Judicial Conduct and Disability Act, 28 U.S.C. §§ 351-364, which provides an 

administrative remedy for judicial conduct that is "prejudicial to the effective and 

expeditious administration of the business of the courts." 28 U.S.C. § 35 l(a). 

In his judicial complaint, the complainant presented no facts or evidence of 

misconduct. The complainant forwarded with the judicial complaint one page of a 

petition for writ of certiorari he submitted to the Supreme Court of the United States, and 

a letter directed to the complainant from the Office of the Clerk of the Supreme Court of 

the United States, advising the complainant that his papers were not in the proper form, 

and were being returned to him for correction and resubmission. 

Any person who alleges that a judge has engaged in conduct prejudicial to the 

effective and expeditious administration of the business of the courts is to file "a written 

complaint containing a brief statement of the facts constituting such conduct." 28 U.S.C. 

§ 35l(a). The chief judge may dismiss any judicial complaint that is ''not in conformity 

with section 35 l(a)." 28 U.S.C. § 352(b)(l)(A)(i). The chief judge may also dismiss a 



judicial complaint that lacks "sufficient evidence to raise an inference that misconduct 

has occurred." 28 U.S.C. § 352(b)(l)(A)(iii). 

The complainant has failed to present any facts or evidence of misconduct on the 

part of the judge. Accordingly, this judicial complaint is dismissed because it does not 

conform with 28 U.S.C. § 35 l(a), and because it lacks factual and evidentiary support. 

28 U.S.C. § 352 (b)(l)(A)(i) and (iii). 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 
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Chief Judge 
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