
UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT 

In the Matter of  * 
  No.  04-21-90093   

Judicial Complaint  * 

Under 28 U.S.C. § 351 * 

MEMORANDUM AND ORDER 

Complainant brings this judicial complaint against a bankruptcy court judge 

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).    

Complainant alleges that the subject judge committed errors and omissions in an 

adversary proceeding related to the underlying Chapter 7 bankruptcy of a third party.  

Specifically, complainant alleges that the subject judge caused an order to be mailed to the 

wrong address, which led to the dismissal of her appeal as untimely in the district court. 

Complainant claims that the third party has stolen her identity, she has “been injured by 

the bankruptcy court’s errors and omissions,” and she has been harmed by the dismissal of 

her appeal because she “incurred considerable expense” in filing her actions. 

All of complainant’s allegations are directly related to the merits of the subject 

judge’s rulings in the underlying proceedings.  “A misconduct complaint is not a proper 

vehicle for challenging the merits of a judge’s rulings.”  In re Complaint of Jud. 

Misconduct, 552 F.3d 1146, 1147 (9th Cir. Jud. Council 2009); accord 28 U.S.C. 
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§ 352(b)(1)(A)(ii) (providing that chief judge may dismiss complaint if it is “directly 

related to the merits of a decision or procedural ruling”).  The administrative mailing error 

noted by complainant cannot support a complaint of judicial misconduct.  See In re Doe, 

70 F.3d 56, 58 (8th Cir. 1995) (“Disciplinary procedures must not be used to correct judicial 

mistakes.” (internal quotation marks omitted)).  Additionally, complainant’s general 

allegations about the subject judge’s handling of the bankruptcy proceedings “lack[] 

sufficient evidence to raise an inference that misconduct has occurred.”  28 U.S.C. 

§ 352(b)(1)(A)(iii). 

Accordingly, this judicial complaint is dismissed as merits-related and lacking in 

evidentiary support pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 352(b)(1)(A)(ii), (iii). 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

 

 

       __________________________ 
       Roger L. Gregory 
              Chief Judge 


