
JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF THE SIXTH CIRCUIT
MICHIGAN-OHIO-KENTUCKY-TENNESSEE

In re:   
 Complaints of Judicial Misconduct

*
*
*
*
*
*
*

Nos.  06-18-
90069/70/71/72

MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

These complaints of judicial misconduct were f i led by
[REDACTED](“complainant”) against the Honorable [REDACTED], the Honorable
[REDACTED], and the Honorable [REDACTED], and the Honorable [REDACTED]
(“subject judges”).  The subject district court judge presided over the complainant’s
underlying action for copyright infringement, and the subject circuit judges, acting as a
panel, dismissed his appeal for lack of jurisdiction.  In two identical complaints, the
complainant alleges that all four subject judges “failed to implement the first order of the
court’s business,” when they “would not order the appellees to stop, cease, desist, pay
and answer [his] complaints and appeals.”  (Capitalization and bold omitted).  The
complainant argues that because the subject judges would not rule on his “claims and
allegations” in an appropriate manner, he was “forc[ed] . . . to file the same lawsuit
against the appellees, over and over again.”  (Capitalization omitted).  He also alleges
that the subject judges conspired with the appellees to “dismiss the complainants (sic)
cases over and over” and that all discriminated against him because he is the
“descendant of Europeans, Native American Indians and Africans.”  (Capitalization
omitted).

                              
After conducting an initial review, the chief judge may dismiss a misconduct

complaint as to which he or she 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.

These complaints are transparent attempts to reargue the merits of his
underlying civil action and challenge the rulings made by the subject judges in the
proceedings below.  Such matters are not the proper subject of a complaint of judicial



misconduct.  See Rule 3(h)(3)(A), Rules for Judicial-Conduct and Judicial-Disability
Proceedings.  And the complainant may not avoid this prohibition by couching his
challenge to such rulings in the language of conspiracy or disability.  Even if the
complainant were not using his conspiracy and discrimination allegations as 
transparent attempts to challenge judicial rulings made in the underlying proceedings,
those allegations would be independently dismissed as frivolous, as they are wholly
unsupported by any evidence.  See 28 U.S.C. § 352(b)(1)(A)(iii); Rule 11(c)(1)(C),
Rules for Judicial-Conduct and Judicial-Disability Proceedings. 

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

/s/ R. Guy Cole, Jr.
Chief Judge

Date:  January 9, 2019


