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MEMORANDUM AND ORDER 

Complainant brings these consolidated judicial complaints against six federal circuit 

judges pursuant to the Judicial Conduct and Disability Act, 28 U.S.C. §§ 351-364. The 

Act 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 sought to file amicus briefs on behalf of an appellant-defendant in a 

criminal appeal. She contends that the trial was merely a "show" and that the appellant 

was convicted solely on account of his race. Complainant alleges that the subject judges 

obstructed the filing of her proposed amicus briefs, "attacked" her briefs, disclosed 

"censored records," and demonstrated "discriminatory hate" for her because she is not a 

lawyer. She claims that several of the subject judges harbored racist and extremist beliefs 

and used their judicial offices to incite hate and religious extremism. Complainant alleges 

that one subject judge "used a rule that is illegal in criminal courts" to unconstitutionally 

"shift [the] burden [of proof]" during the criminal trial and that another subject judge 

"colluded in the solicitation of murder-for-hire." Finally, complainant makes vague and 

conclusory allegations of judicial fraud, waste, and abuse. 
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Claims that are "directly related to the merits of a decision or procedural ruling" or 

that "lack[] sufficient evidence to raise an inference that misconduct has occurred" are not 

subject to review through a complaint of judicial misconduct. 28 U.S.C. § 352(b)(l )(A)(ii), 

(iii). The procedure that has been established to consider misconduct complaints "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). Although 

allegations of judicial bias or other improper motives are not necessarily merits-related, 

such claims 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); 

In re Doe, 2 F.3d 308,311 (8th Cir. Jud. Council 1993) (providing that judicial complaint 

process may not be used to pursue speculative claims). "[V]ague accusations .. . [do not] 

satisfy complainant's obligation to provide objective evidence of misconduct." In re 

Complaint of Jud. Misconduct, 584 F .3d 1230, 1231 (9th Cir. 2009). 

To the extent that complainant is attacking the merits of the subject judges' rulings 

regarding either her ability to file briefs or the arguments contained within her briefs, 

complainant's allegations are directly related to the merits of the subject judges' rulings in 

the underlying proceedings and, therefore, are subject to dismissal. Furthermore, 

complainant's bald, unsupported, and conclusory allegations of prejudice, bias, racism, and 

corruption "lack[] sufficient evidence to raise an inference that misconduct has occurred." 

28 U.S.C. § 352(b)(l)(A)(iii); see In re Complaint of Jud. Misconduct, 552 F.3d 1146, 

114 7 (9th Cir. J �d. Council 2009) ( dismissing allegations of judicial bias, discrimination, 

and conspiracy on the ground that complainant failed to provide "objectively verifiable 
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proof' to "raise an inference that misconduct occurred"). Complainant offers no evidence 

in support of her allegations, and nothing in the record supports her claims. 

Accordingly, these judicial complaints are dismissed as merits-related and lacking 

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

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Circuit Judge* 

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