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Appendix A 

[Filed: May 22, 2026]

NOTE: This order is nonprecedential.

United States Court of Appeals 
for the Federal Circuit

JUSTIN PAUL DREILING,
Plaintiff-Appellant

v.
UNITED STATES,
Defendant-Appellee

2026-1409

Appeal from the United States Court of Federal 
Claims in No. l:25-cv-02133-LAS, Senior Judge 
Loren A. Smith.

ON MOTION

Before TARANTO, HUGHES, and STOLL, Circuit 
Judges.

Per Curiam.
ORDER

Justin Paul Dreiling brought this suit against the 
United States seeking a declaration that “[t]he com­
position of the Judicial Council of the Federal Circuit”
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is “contrary to law” by not including district court 
judges and challenging “the ability” of the Council to 
issue certain orders. ECF No. 7 at 63, 73. The United 
States Court of Federal Claims dismissed for lack of 
jurisdiction. Mr. Dreiling appeals and files his open­
ing brief. The United States moves to summarily af­
firm. Mr. Dreiling opposes.

As long understood by the Supreme Court, the 
Tucker Act, 28 U.S.C. § 1491, limits the review au­
thority of the Court of Federal Claims to claims for 
money damages against the United States based on 
sources of substantive law that “can fairly be inter­
preted as mandating compensation by the Federal 
Government,” United States v. Navajo Nation, 556 
U.S. 287, 290 (2009) (citation omitted). Here, Mr. 
Dreiling has readily acknowledged that he is not pre­
senting such claims. ECF No. 11 at 8, 12. Thus, “no 
substantial question regarding the outcome . . . 
exists.” Joshua v. United States, 17 F.3d 378, 380 
(Fed. Cir. 1994).

Mr. Dreiling contends that “[t]he'jurisdiction of 
the[] Court of Federal Claims under 28 U.S.C. § 
1491(a)(1) is not limited to only money-mandating 
claims.” ECF No. 7 at 53. But, as we have repeatedly 
explained to him, “[tjhis court has no power to 
overturn long-stand-ing and binding Supreme Court 
precedent holding the Court of Federal Claims’ 
jurisdiction is limited to monetary claims against the 
government.” Dreiling v. United States, No. 2025- 
2155, 2026 WL 1020560, at *2 (Fed. Cir. Apr. 15, 
2026).

Mr. Dreiling also opposes the motion based on the 
assertion that we (and all members of the Judicial 
Council) should recuse as “a party to the appeal.” ECF 
No. 11 at 5 (citing 28 U.S.C. § 455). However, the
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judges on this panel are not the defendants here. And 
we readily find a reasonable observer would not con­
clude that our membership on the Judicial Council is 
a basis to reasonably question our impartiality in de­
ciding whether Mr. Dreiling’s claims against the 
United States fall within the limited jurisdiction of the 
Court of Federal Claims.

Accordingly,
It is Ordered That:

(1) The motion for summary affirmance is 
granted. The judgment of the United States Court of 
Federal Claims is summarily affirmed.

(2) Any other pending motion is denied.
(3) Each side shall bear its own costs.

For the Court

May 22, 2026
Date

[Seal of the Court] 

/SZ Jarrett B. Perlow 
Jarret B. Perlow 
Clerk of Court
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Appendix D 
[Filed: January 7, 2026]

In the United States Court of Federal Claims
25-2133

Filed January 7, 2026

JUSTIN PAUL DREILING, )
Plaintiff, )

) 

v. )
) 

THE UNITED STATES, )
Defendant. ) 

______________________________________ )

ORDER
On December 17, 2025, Justin Paul Dreiling, pro­

ceeding pro se, filed a complaint with this Court alleg­
ing that certain actions taken by the Judicial Council 
of the Federal Circuit prevented United States Circuit 
Judge Pauline Newman from participating in various 
proceedings in the United States Court of Appeals for 
the Federal Circuit. See Compl. UK 6, 17-21, ECF No. 
1. According to Mr. Dreiling, the Judicial Council’s de­
cision to restrict Circuit Judge Newman’s participa­
tion in proceedings before the Federal Circuit supplies 
a basis for his two claims. Id. Ulf 22-34, 35-45.

On December 19, 2025, the Court issued an order 
to show cause, noting that it “seriously doubts that it 
has jurisdiction over Mr. Dreiling’s claims” because 
the Court of Federal Claims can only exercise 
jurisdiction over money-mandating claims against the
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federal government. See Dec. 19, 2025 Order, ECF No. 
4 at 1. In contrast, the claims asserted in Mr. 
Dreiling’s complaint—founded upon §§ 332(a)(1) and 
354(a)(2)(A)(i)—do not supply money-mandating 
claims against the United States. See 28 U.S.C. § 
332(a)(1) (specifying that the chief judge of each judi­
cial circuit shall hold meetings of the judicial counsel 
“at least twice in each year”); 28 U.S.C. § 
354(a)(2)(A)(i) (outlining the actions that the judicial 
council can take upon receiving a complaint against a 
judge under 28 U.S.C. § 353). The show cause order 
also directed Mr. Dreiling to submit a response 
identifying which “money-mandating source or 
sources of law he is invoking and explain why this 
Court has jurisdiction over this case.” Id.

On January 5, 2026, Mr. Dreiling filed a response 
to the Court’s order to show cause. See ECF No. 5. In 
his response, Mr. Dreiling argues that the Court re­
tains jurisdiction over Count I because that claim al­
leges that § 354(a)(2)(A)(i) “is contrary to the manifest 
tenor of the Constitution.” Id. at 37. For Count II, Mr. 
Dreiling argues that jurisdiction is proper in this 
Court because that claim “is based on the fact the Ju­
dicial Council of the Federal Circuit improperly exe­
cuted a law of Congress.” Id.

After careful review, the Court concludes that it 
lacks subject-matter jurisdiction over both of Mr. 
Dreiling’s claims as neither claim provides a money­
mandating cause of action against the federal govern­
ment. The Court accordingly DISMISSES Mr. 
Dreiling’s complaint, ECF No. 1, WITHOUT PREJ­
UDICE under Rule 12(h)(3) of the Rules of the United 
States Court of Federal Claims. The clerk is directed 
to enter judgment accordingly.
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IT IS SO ORDERED.
s/ Loren A. Smith 
Loren A. Smith, 
Senior Judge


