


The complainant alleges that a judge of the United States District Court for the
District of Columbia engaged in conduct prejudicial to the effective and expeditious
administration of the business of the courts. The complainant’s allegation arises out of an
incident in which the complainant was initially barred from entering the courthouse,
which the complainant alleges was orchestrated by the subject judge. For the following
reasons, this allegation does not warrant action against the subject judge.

The complainant alleges that the judge was “responsible, in whole or part” for
difficulties the complainant encountered when attempting to enter the courthouse to check
on the status of filings in the district court. Neither the fact that the judge ruled against
the complainant in an earlier case nor the language in the judge’s order and memorandum
dismissing the earlier case support the allegation that the judge had a role in preventing
the complainant from entering the courthouse. To the contrary, inquiry discloses that the
judge had no role. Accordingly, because the allegation against the subject judge lacks
sufficient evidence to raise an inference that judicial misconduct has occurred, it must be
dismissed. 28 U.S.C. § 352(b)(1)(A)(iii); Jud. Conf. U.S., Rules for Judicial-Conduct and

Judicial-Disability Proceedings 11(c)(1)(D).!

t Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 352(c) and JuD. CONF. U.S., RULES FOR JUDICIAL-
CONDUCT AND JUDICIAL -DISABILITY PROCEEDINGS 18(a), the complainant may file a
petition for review by the Judicial Council for the District of Columbia Circuit. Any
petition must be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Court of Appeals within 35 days of
the date of the Clerk's letter transmitting the dismissal Order and this Memorandum. /d.
R. 18(b).



