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Your City, Your State 

No Phone # or e-mail so they must contact you in writing through the US Mail 

 

 

_Today's Date_ 

 

Judicial Conduct Complaint 

 

 

Dear Judicial Conduct Board, 

 

Complainant is _Your Name_ and I am _Your Standing_ in Case # _Your Case #_ in _Your 

Court_ in _Your Jurisdiction_. 

 

Complainant has been seeking discovery in Case # _Your Case #_ for some time. 

 

Judge G. R. OUCH did call a hearing on Complainant's Motion for Discovery in Case # _Your 

Case #_ on _Hearing Date_. 

 

At the _Hearing Date_ hearing on Complainant's Motion for Discovery in Case # _Your Case 

#_, judge G. R. OUCH told Complainant "Go get an attorney!" and said "Motion Denied!" 

 

Complainant objected and judge G. R. OUCH said "Objection Overruled!  If you want to talk to 

me, go get an attorney!  Hearing adjourned." and walked out of the courtroom. 

 

Judge G. R. OUCH still refuses to allow Complainant discovery in Case # _Your Case #_. 

 

Discovery is a Substantive Right that existed before the written law in the United States of 

America. 

 

Attorneys volunteered to be public servants and attorney G. R. OUCH can not compel 

Complainant to hire his attorney buddies to obtain access to justice. 

 

Judges volunteered to be public servants and judge G. R. OUCH can not compel Complainant 

to hire his attorney buddies to obtain access to justice. 

 

By denying Complainant discovery, judge G. R. OUCH has increased litigation costs and has 

significantly delayed the administration of justice in Case # _Your Case #_. 

 

Judge G. R. OUCH appears to fear criticism that might come because of this delay or allowing 

un-represented parties access to justice. 

 



Judge G. R. OUCH has sworn and subscribed Constitutional Oaths of Office as an attorney and 

as a judge. 

 

By denying Complainant access to the court and denying Complainant discovery judge G. R. 

OUCH has denied Complainant due process of Law and is the crimes of official oppression, 

obstruction of justice and perjury of G. R. OUCH's Oath of Office as an attorney and as a judge. 

 

Complainant believes that judge G. R. OUCH has violated Canon 1 because an independent and 

honorable judiciary that is unswayed by partisan interests and is indispensable to justice in our 

society, treats all litigants the same and is not prejudiced against un-represented litigants and 

prejudiced towards attorneys and litigants that pay attorneys. 

 

"A judge shall comply with the law, including the Code of Judicial Conduct."  Rule 1.1 

 

"A judge shall act at all times in a manner that promotes public confidence in the independence, 

integrity, and impartiality of the judiciary, and shall avoid impropriety and the appearance of 

impropriety."  Rule 1.2 

 

"A judge shall not abuse the prestige of judicial office to advance the personal or economic 

interests of the judge or others, or allow others to do so."  Rule 1.3 

 

By denying Complainant access to the court and by denying Complainant discovery without 

hiring attorneys, judge G. R. OUCH has not participated in establishing, maintaining, and 

enforcing, or observing, high standards of conduct so that the integrity and independence of the 

judiciary may be preserved. 

 

Complainant believes that judge G. R. OUCH has violated Canon 2 because an independent and 

honorable judiciary that shall perform the duties of judicial office impartially, competently, and 

diligently. 

 

"A judge shall uphold and apply the law, and shall perform all duties of judicial office fairly and 

impartially"  Rule 2.2 

 

"A judge shall perform the duties of judicial office, including administrative duties, without bias 

or prejudice."  Rule 2.3(A) 

 

"A judge shall not, in the performance of judicial duties, by words or conduct manifest bias or 

prejudice, or engage in harassment, including but not limited to bias, prejudice, or harassment 

based upon race, sex, gender, religion, national origin, ethnicity, disability, age, sexual 

orientation, marital status, socioeconomic status, or political affiliation, and shall not permit 

court staff, court officials, or others subject to the judge’s direction and control to do so."  Rule 

2.3(B) 

 



"A judge shall not permit family, social, political, financial, or other interests or relationships to 

influence the judge’s judicial conduct or judgment." Rule 2.4(B) 

 

"A judge shall not convey or permit others to convey the impression that any person or 

organization is in a position to influence the judge."  Rule 2.4(C) 

 

"A judge shall perform judicial and administrative duties, competently and diligently."  Rule 

2.5(A) 

 

"A judge shall accord to every person who has a legal interest in a proceeding, or that person’s 

lawyer, the right to be heard according to law."  Rule 2.6(A) 

 

"A judge shall be patient, dignified, and courteous to litigants, jurors, witnesses, lawyers, court 

staff, court officials, and others with whom the judge deals in an official capacity, and shall 

require similar conduct of lawyers, court staff, court officials, and others subject to the judge’s 

direction and control."  Rule 2.8(B) 

 

By denying Complainant access to the court and by denying Complainant discovery without 

hiring attorneys, judge G. R. OUCH has not performed the duties of judicial office impartially, 

competently, and diligently. 

 

Complainant believes that judge G. R. OUCH has violated Canon 3 because an independent and 

honorable judiciary that shall conduct the judge’s personal and extrajudicial activities to 

minimize the risk of conflict with the obligations of judicial office. 

 

"participate in activities that will lead to frequent disqualification of the judge"  Rule 3.1(B) 

 

"participate in activities that would appear to a reasonable person to undermine the judge’s 

independence, integrity, or impartiality;"  Rule 3.1(C) 

 

"engage in conduct that would appear to a reasonable person to be coercive"  Rule 3.1(D) 

 

"engage in conduct that would appear to a reasonable person to be coercive"  Rule 3.1(D) 

 

Acting as a salesperson for attorneys is extrajudicial activity. 

 

By denying Complainant access to the court and by denying Complainant discovery without 

hiring attorneys, judge G. R. OUCH has not conducted the judge’s personal and extrajudicial 

activities to minimize the risk of conflict with the obligations of judicial office. 

 

Complainant believes that judge G. R. OUCH has violated Canon 4 because an independent and 

honorable judiciary that shall not engage in political or campaign activity that is inconsistent 

with the independence, integrity, or impartiality of the judiciary. 

 



Attorneys are frequently the only contributors to judicial campaigns. 

 

Public confidence in the judiciary is eroded by irresponsible or improper conduct by judges. 

 

The purpose of judicial conduct review is to protect the public and the administration of justice 

from judges who have not discharged, will not discharge, or are unlikely to properly discharge 

their professional duties to the public, the legal system, and the legal profession. 

 

We the People of _Your State_ deserve better. 

 

As a public servant, judge G. R. OUCH's service and performance are very unsatisfactory.   

 

 

 

 

 

____________________________ 

Your Name 

 
 


