
UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT 

In the Matter of  * 
  Nos. 04-20-90139   

Judicial Complaints  * 04-20-90140 
04-20-90141

Under 28 U.S.C. § 351 * 04-20-90142
04-20-90143

MEMORANDUM AND ORDER 

Complainant brings these judicial complaints against five district judges pursuant 

to the Judicial Conduct and Disability Act, 28 U.S.C. §§ 351-364, which provides an 

administrative remedy for judicial conduct that is "prejudicial to the effective and 

expeditious administration of the business of the courts."  28 U.S.C. § 351(a).  In a 

supplement to his judicial complaints, complainant also adds allegations against a 

magistrate judge. 

Complainant also attempted to bring judicial complaints against two magistrate 

judges who no longer hold judicial office, one being deceased and the other retired.  These 

purported complaints were properly rejected by the clerk’s office on the ground that the 

Judicial Conduct and Disability Act authorizes the filing of judicial complaints only against 

judges within the circuit who are currently in office. 

Complainant has a long history of filing civil actions in the district court that are 

dismissed for failure to state a claim or for lack of jurisdiction.   He has also filed several 

purported criminal complaints in the district court, which have been dismissed.  In a 2020 

order, one of the named district judges ordered, “Any attempt to file another criminal 
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complaint within this court SHALL result in another prefiling injunction against 

[complainant].” 

In his judicial complaint, complainant alleges that the five district judges and one 

magistrate judge have all acted as part of a broad conspiracy to deny his rights, 

disadvantage him and his family, and discriminate against people of his ethnicity (South 

Asian).  Complainant asserts that the judges have allowed “fraudulent and corrupt methods, 

schemes and rules to take root.”  The judges, he alleges, “have intercepted my mail, email 

and phone communications, are engaged in fraud and deceit, including using informants 

and predatory practice to manipulate and entrap me and my family . . . , frame us for other 

crimes, . . . and obstruct justice.”  The judges, he says, have “used perjured and 

misrepresented facts, created false impressions of material facts and law . . . .” 

Under 28 U.S.C. § 352(b)(1)(A)(ii), claims that are “directly related to the merits of 

a decision or procedural ruling” are not subject to review through a complaint of judicial 

misconduct.  To avoid the merits-related bar, a misconduct claim must contain "clear and 

convincing evidence of an arbitrary and intentional departure from, or willful indifference 

to prevailing law."  In re Memorandum of Decision, 517 F.3d 558, 562 (U.S. Jud. Conf. 

2008).  

Misconduct may also be based upon a showing that the judge's rulings were 

motivated by bias or other improper motive, but the claim must be supported by sufficient 

evidence to raise an inference that misconduct has occurred and cannot be based on mere 
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speculation.  See 28 U.S.C. § 352(b)(1)(A)(iii); In re Doe, 2 F.3d 308 (8th Cir. 1993) 

(judicial complaint process may not be used to pursue speculative claims). 

Complainant has failed to present, and the records do not disclose, any evidence of 

improper motive, conspiracy, fraud, deceit, bad faith, bias, prejudice, malice, deliberate 

indifference to the law, or other misconduct.  There is no evidence of any interception of 

complainant’s communications.  Complainant may not pursue his disagreement with the 

judges’ rulings through a complaint of judicial misconduct.    

Accordingly, these judicial complaints are dismissed as merits-related and lacking 

in factual support. 28 U.S.C. § 352(b)(1)(A)(ii) & (iii).  

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

 

       __________________________ 
       Roger L. Gregory 
           Chief Judge 


