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MEMORANDUM AND ORDER 

Complainant brings this judicial complaint against a district 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). 

Complainant alleges that the subject judge, in violation of Canons I through 3, failed 

"to timely comply with providing [ complainant] with an Order to be assigned a separate 

case number" after denying a "Motion to Certify the Class." Complainant further alleges 

that he has "experienced perpetual, methodical and systemic deprivations, and obstructions 

of rights to petition" the court. Finally, complainant raises allegations of judicial abuse, 

bias, and deprivation of meaningful access to the courts. 

To the extent complainant challenges the subject judge's order administratively 

closing the multi-plaintiff action and directing the clerk to open a separate action to address 

complainant's claims, "[a] misconduct complaint is not a proper vehicle for challenging 

the merits of a judge's rulings." In re Complaint of Jud Misconduct, 552 F.3d 1146, 1147 

(9th Cir. Jud. Council 2009); accord 28 U.S.C. § 352(b)(l)(A)(ii) (providing that chief 

judge may dismiss complaint if it is "directly related to the merits of a decision or 



procedural ruling"). Furthermore, complainant was promptly assigned an individual case 

number by the district court clerk, and his general allegations of "deprivations," judicial 

abuse, bias, denial of meaningful access to the courts, and other misconduct "lack[] 

sufficient evidence to raise an inference that misconduct has occurred." 28 U.S.C. 

§ 3 52(b )( 1 )(A)(iii). 

Accordingly, this judicial complaint is dismissed as merits-related and lacking in 

evidentiary support pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 352(b)(l)(A)(ii), (iii). 

ITIS SO ORDERED. 

• Acting in place of the Chief Judge, pursuant to Rule 25(t), Rules for Judicial
Conduct and Judicial-Disability Proceedings. 
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