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In re Complaint of John Doe'

Thisis ajudicial complaint filed by an inmate (“complainant™) against the three
United States appellate judges who denied the complainant’s petition for writ of

mandamus.

The judicial complaint alleges that in denying the petition, the appellate judges
“willfully, conspiratorially, designedly, and criminally omitted [the complainant’s]
set of facts asserted in . . . [the] petition in order to obstruct justice for those named

in [the] . . . application.”

These allegations are “frivolous [and] lacking sufficient evidence to raise an
inference that misconduct has occurred.” 28 U.S.C. § 352(b)(1)(A)(iii1); accord
J.C.U.S. Rule 11(c)(1)(C), (D). Moreover, to the extent the judicial complaint
challenges the appellate judges’ denial of the complainant’s petition, it must be
dismissed as “directly related to the merits of a decision or procedural ruling.” 28
U.S.C. § 352(b)(1)(A)(ii); accord J.C.U.S. Rules 4(b)(1), 11(c)(1)(B).

'Under Rule 4(f)(1) of the Rules Governing Complaints of Judicial Misconduct
and Disability of the Eighth Circuit, the names of the complainant and the judicial
officer complained against are to remain confidential, except in special circumstances
not here present.



The judicial complaint is dismissed.
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