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MEMORANDUM 

Complainant filed a civil suit in federal court. Within two weeks, the district judge 
dismissed the suit as barred by the Rooker-Feldman doctrine. See District of Columbia 
Court of Appeals v. Feldman, 460 U.S. 462 (1983). Complainant believes that the district 
judge acted precipitately, that the judge did not understand his allegations, and that the 
court should not have accepted the filing fee if the judge thought the suit frivolous. 

Any complaint that is “directly related to the merits of a decision or procedural 
ruling” must be dismissed. 28 U.S.C. §352(b)(1)(A)(ii). See also Rule 11(c)(1)(B) of the 
Rules for Judicial-Conduct and Judicial-Disability Proceedings. “Any allegation that calls 
into question the correctness of an official action of a judge … is merits related.” 
Standard 2 for Assessing Compliance with the Act, Implementation of the Judicial Conduct 
and Disability Act of 1980: A Report to the Chief Justice 145 (2006). The allegations of this 
complaint fit that description. If complainant believes that the judge erred, the remedy 
is by appeal (complainant still has time to file a notice of appeal), not by a proceeding 
under the 1980 Act. The Judicial Council is an administrative rather than a judicial body. 

A filing fee is payable on the commencement of any suit. Litigants whose suits are 
frivolous, or fall outside federal jurisdiction, are not entitled to their money back. It may 
be that the judge overlooked some aspects of complainant’s claim and that the 
complaint should not have been dismissed, but that is a matter for appeal rather than 
for this proceeding. 


