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MEMORANDUM AND ORDER 

04-19-90101 
04-19-90102 

Complainant brings these judicial complaints against three circuit judges 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). 

An appellate panel consisting of the three judges named in the judicial complaints 

affirmed a district court judgment dismissing the complainant's civil action for lack of 

jurisdiction. Following that decision, the complainant filed these judicial complaints. 

The judicial complaints are to a significant degree incomprehensible. A summary of the 

allegations follows. 

• The judge named in judicial complaint 04-19-90100 has financial and political 

ties to a specifically-named person and financial and personal ties to a 

specifically-named state, both of whom were apparently involved in two of the 

complainant's other civil cases. The complainant offered no evidence or facts in 

support of these allegations. 



• The judge named in judicial complaint 04-19-90102 has political and financial 

ties to that same specifically-named person who was apparently involved in one 

of the complainant's other civil cases. The judge named in judicial complaint 

04-19-90101 also has "ties" to that same person. No facts or evidence was 

offered in support of these allegations. 1 

• The complainant wants the judge named in judicial complaint 04-19-90 IO I to be 

investigated for financial and political ties to the same specifically-named person 

who was apparently involved in one of the complainant's other civil cases. No 

facts or evidence was offered to support this assertion.2 

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 complaint that is "not in conformity with 

section 35l{a)." 28 U.S.C. § 352(b)(l)(A)(i). 

A cognizable claim of misconduct may be based upon a showing that a judge's 

rulings were motivated by racial or ethnic bias or other improper motive, but the claim 

must be supported by sufficient evidence to raise an inference that misconduct has 

occurred and cannot be based on mere speculation. See 28 U.S.C. § 352(b)(l)(A)(iii); 

1 The complainant provided no facts, evidence, or information as to how the alleged financial, personal, 
and/or political ties constitute misconduct. 

2 It appears that the complainant also wants the judge named in judicial complaint 04-19-90102 similarly 
investigated. 
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Rule 4(b)(l), Rules for Judicial-Conduct and Judicial-Disability Proceedings; In re Doe, 

2 F. 3d 308 (8th Cir. Jud. Council 1993) Gudicial complaint process may not be used to 

pursue speculative claims). 

A review of the subject judicial complaints indicates that no facts or evidence have 

been offered by the complainant in support of her allegations of misconduct. Insofar as 

the complainant's allegations can be read to imply an improper motive, the allegations 

are speculative and do not raise an inference that misconduct has occurred. 

The complainant has failed to present, and the records do not disclose, evidence of 

improper motive or other misconduct on the part of the judges. Accordingly, these 

judicial complaints are dismissed because the judicial complaints do not conform with 28 

U.S.C. § 35l(a), and because they lack factual and evidentiary support. 28 U.S.C. § 352 

(b )( 1 )(A)(i) and (iii). 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 
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