UNITED STATES COURT QOF APPEALS
FOR THE SECOND CIRCUIT
United States Courthouse
40 Foloy Square - Room 1707
New York, N.Y. 10007

Roseann B, MacKechnie
Clerk A
December 6, 2000

" Ms. Stella Chertkova
37 Farms Village Road
Simsbury, Connecticut 06070

RE: Judicial Conduct Complaint
No. 00-8547

Dear Ms. Chertkova:

Enclosed please find a copy of the order dismissing your judicial conduct
complaint. Pursuant to Rule § of the Judicial Council of the Second Circuit
Governing Complaints Agamnst Judicial Officers Under 28 USC § 372(c), you have
the right to petition the judicial council for review of this decision. A petition for
review must be received in the Clerk's Office within 30 days of the date of this
tetter (¥} to be considered timely. Please note it is not necessary to enclose a
copy of the original complaint.

Sincerely,

Roseann B. MacKeghgie, Clerk

(*) ANY PETITION FOR REVIEW SUBMITTED MUST BE RECEIVED
NO LATER THEN FRIDAY, JANUARY 5™ 2001.

Enclosure
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JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF THE
SECOND CIRCUIT

1 e No. 00-8547
CHARGE OF JUDTICTIAL MISCONDUCT
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JOHN M. WALKER, JR.. Chief Judge:

D T 3 200 the Complainant filed a complaint with the
Clerk's Of e for the U. 8. Court of Appeals for the Second Ciroult
pursuant te 28 U.5.C. § 372{c) and the Rules of the Judicial
Council of the Second Civruir Governing Complainte Against Judiecial
Dfficers ("the Local Rules"), charging a district court Jjudge of

this Circuit {("the Judae") with miscenduet.

Background and Allegations:

The Complainant alleges that she was the plaintiff in two
district court actiong over which the Judge preesided. According to

Complainant, the Judge has "demonstrated in many different ways

that he is not capable of rerforming the duties required of
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Disposition:

The complaint primarily challenges the Judge'’'s decisions and

rulings i Bk EWwo action ! { 11
S r the two actions However, direct challenges to the

may not be brought under § 372, g

- Rule 1(b) isection 272 4
tisection 372 doss not co "wrong decisions -- even very
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a1 lake Orocofures See Local Rule 1{e) ("The complaint

- = - ; naed ro provide a meang of obtaining review of
5 - 1 e ' declision Or ruliling it a case. The

1 2]l council of the civrcuit . . . does not have the power to
change a decisior Lime ly a court can de that.m") .

To +he ment thart the nan ¢ alleging that the Judge
ig mentall B o X ir 2lt native, has consciousgly

e s TS 1t the Complainant’s allegation are
nsufficient zo s -t suck a conclusion. Allegationsg of
Misdonaue digsability must be supportea by specific allegations
nE faet =1 Laint mke ~1 what conduct the judge

engaged in and why that conduct was improper or demeonstrated

disabiliry. The present complaint does no more than allege that
the Judge made a number ©f errorsz in plaintiff’‘s two actions. None
~f the a’leged v Or 1n compination, suggest misconduct

or disability on the part of the Judge. Therefore, these

gations are dismisased frivelous within the meaning of §

3724y (33 i) (111 2048 Locsl Eule ¢ (c) {3) (charges that are twholly

supporTedt may be diemigeed ag frivolous")
The Clerk i3 directed te transmit copics of thig order to the
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