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No.  06-18-90115

MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

This complaint of judicial misconduct was filed by [REDACTED] (“complainant”)
against the Honorable [REDACTED] (“subject judge”), pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 351.

The complainant in this matter was originally indicted for planting a fake bomb
outside a Bank of America branch, with whom he had an ongoing dispute of unknown
origin.  He was found incompetent to stand trial after a diagnoses of delusional disorder,
including grandiose and persecutory illusions.  He subsequently sued the attorney who
represented him and the trial judge who presided over his criminal case.  In his civil
complaint in that case, he claimed to be the “primary trustee” for Bridgewater Capital Trust,
who, he contended, owned all of the assets of the Bank of America.  He also stated there
that he had “liened” [sic] all of defendants’ assets and “fined them $1 million each.”  That
suit was dismissed as frivolous.  The complainant more recently filed a civil action against
the Bank of America, proceeding as “Bridgewater Capital Trust and Bank of America
Trustee” and arguing that the defendants there had “failed to relinquish full control of trust
property over to him,” causing him losses of approximately ninety-nine billion dollars.  That
action was also dismissed as frivolous.  The complainant has now filed a judicial complaint
against the judge who presided over his original criminal case, arguing that the judge
should have recused himself from that proceeding because he was and is in debt to the
complainant for one million dollars.  This is the fourth judicial complaint he has filed; the
third against the instant subject judge. 

After conducting an initial review, the chief judge may dismiss a complaint 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 and does not
indicate a mental or physical disability resulting in inability to discharge the duties of judicial
office”; (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. 

The complainant argued in his previous judicial complaint that the subject judge
should have recused himself from the criminal proceedings.  That complaint was dismissed
as an impermissible merits challenge under Rule 11(c)(1)(B) of the Rules for Judicial-
Conduct and Judicial-Disability Proceedings.  The complainant now argues that the subject
judge had an impermissible motive for his denial of the recusal motion, i.e., that the judge
was in debt to the complainant, based on the lien the complainant had earlier filed against
the judge.  Although an allegation that a specific ruling—like the denial of a recusal
motion—was the result of an improper motive is cognizable despite its relation to the
merits, complainant’s allegations that the subject judge is in debt to him are facially
incredible, lacking any real indicia of reliability, and are no doubt the product of the
complainant’s delusional disorder.  This complaint is therefore subject to dismissal as
frivolous, insufficiently supported by credible facts to warrant either a limited inquiry as
authorized by 28 U.S.C. § 352(b) or an investigation by a special committee appointed
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 353.  “An allegation may be dismissed as ‘inherently incredible’
even if it is not literally impossible for the allegation to be true.  An allegation is inherently
incredible if no reasonable person would believe that the allegation, either on its face or
in light of other available evidence, could be true.”  Implementation of the Judicial Conduct
and Disability Act of 1980:  A Report to the Chief Justice, Judicial Conduct and Disability
Act Study Committee, Sept. 2006, p. 148.  The complaint therefore will be dismissed
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 352(b)(1)(A)(iii) and Rule 11(c)(1)(C) & (D) of the Rules for
Judicial-Conduct and Judicial-Disability  Proceedings. 

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

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

Date:  June 3, 2019


