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No. 06-18-90023 

MEMORANDUM AND ORDER 

This complaint of judicial misconduct was filed by [REDACTED]
(“complainant”) against [REDACTED] (“subject judge”), pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §

351. The complainant generally asserts the judiciary is “selling” convicted offenders “to 
correctional facilities for profit.” Complainant also alleges corruption on the part of 
various government offices, including the Shelby County, Tennessee, Sheriff’s Office 
and District Attorney’s Office, the Memphis, Tennessee, police department, and the 
United States Department of Justice. Although the complainant does not indicate the 
subject judge’s involvement in these alleged activities, complainant opines that the 
subject judge “should have used his judicial authority in this matter in the year 2000.”

After conducting an initial review, the chief judge may dismiss a complaint of 
judicial misconduct as to which he concludes: (A) that the claimed conduct, even if it 
occurred, “is not prejudicial to the effective and expeditious administration of the 
business of the courts”; (B) that the complaint “is directly related to the merits of a 
decision or procedural ruling”; (C) that the complaint is “frivolous,” a term that applies to 
charges that are wholly unsupported; or (D) that the complaint “lack[s] sufficient 
evidence to raise an inference that misconduct has occurred.”  Rule 11(c)(1)(A)-
(D), Rules for Judicial-Conduct and Judicial-Disability Proceedings; see 28 U.S.C. § 
352(a), (b). 

In this complaint, the complainant alleges that various government offices engaged 
in corruption and the subject judge failed to intervene using his judicial authority. A review 
of the record shows these allegations are not supported by any evidence other than 
adverse rulings against acquaintances of complainant. The complainant points to no 
evidence that the subject judge engaged in misconduct in any way, and the record 
contains no evidence whatsoever to support complainant’s allegation. The complaint is 
thus subject to dismissal as frivolous under Rule 11(c)(1)(C). See also 28 U.S.C. § 
352(b)(1)(A)(iii).  



Accordingly, it is ORDERED that the complaint be dismissed pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 
§ 352(b)(1)(A)(iii) and Rule 11(c)(1)(C) of the Rules for Judicial-Conduct and Judicial-
Disability Proceedings.

/s/ Jeffrey S. Sutton 
Chief Judge 

Date:  July 8, 2021 


