





U.S. Courthouse - William B. Bryant Annex
Attn: Judicial Complaints Committee

333 Constitution Ave., NW

Washington, DC 20001

October 5™, 2018
Re: Alleged, repeated misconduct by Judge Brett Kavanaugh

To whom it may concern:

I .am filing a complaint regarding the repeated disregard for both the law and the reputation of all federal
courts. Please let me be very clear. Although I lean left, I believe matters of mis-conduct and of what is right
and wrong go far beyond partisanship.

The Cornell Law School quotes the United States Code (18 U.S. Code § 1621) as follows:

(A person who,) “having taken an oath that he will testify willfully and truly, and contrary to

such oath states or subscribes any material matter which he does not believe to be true;

is guilty of perjury and shall, except as otherwise expressly provided by law, be fined under this title or
imprisoned not more than five years.”

This complaint includes multiple allegations of where Judge Kavanaugh committed perjury, as defined above,
where it can also be argued that an additional remedy in addition to imprisonment is removal from his current
position as a federal judge as well as removal from consideration for or the prevention from the ability to serve as
a Supreme Court Justice.

Example #1:

It has been widely reported that Judge Kavanaugh stated — under oath — during Congressional hearings
that he had 'no connection to Yale and was solely admitted due to his specific and exclusive hard work.' As
Newsweek reported, the Judge was considered a Legacy student, meaning in this case, that his grandfather had
attended the Ivy League School. While the official position on legacy students at most schools is that they do not
exist, there are numerous examples of students admitted to said schools who may not have been if a relative
had not preceded them.

According to one Ivy League website, legacy students may, “Receive a second look,” when students
without alumnus relatives would not. This is a clear and distinct advantage that is due to a student's connection

to a school.

To wit: the idea that a Judge would not be completely truthful about information that is easily fact-checked or
confirmed is extremely problematic.

Example #2:

Judge Kavanaugh stated he did not watch testimony of the witness making allegations of attempted
sexual assault against him. However, he used significantly similar verbiage to the witness that it could be argued
he may not have used if he did not watch the testimony. In addition to the apparent perjury here, a judge who
watches a witnesses testimony in this situation is troubling. He is not in a court of law being tried for a crime.
Therefore, he does not necessarily have the right to face his accuser. Essentially, he is testifying as a witness to
his own character, beliefs, and the manner in which he would address cases if confirmed. Therefore, as an
experienced judge, the idea he (a witness) watched the testimony of another witness shows disregard for the

entire judicial process.








