
UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT 

In the Matter of a * 

Judicial Complaint * No.  04-21-90094 

Under 28 U.S.C. § 351 * 

MEMORANDUM AND ORDER 

Complainant brings this judicial complaint against a district 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 “impos[ed] Rule 11 sanctions against 

[her] in a racially biased manner, without establishing that the allegations were false.”  She 

complains that the subject judge did not permit discovery on the matter, did not hold a 

hearing on the motion for sanctions, and credited the movants’ affidavits over 

complainant’s affidavit.  Complainant asserts that the subject judge’s decision to reprimand 

her “was maliciously done in bad faith to put [her] in her place after she filed” other judicial 

complaints against various federal judges. 

Claims that are “directly related to the merits of a decision or procedural ruling” or 

“lacking sufficient evidence to raise an inference that misconduct has occurred” are not 

subject to review through a complaint of judicial misconduct.  28 U.S.C. § 352(b)(1)(A)(ii), 

(iii).  Here, complainant’s allegations are directly related to the merits of the subject judge’s 

ruling.  “A misconduct complaint is not a proper vehicle for challenging the merits of a 

FILED:  June 17, 2021



2 
 
 
 
 

judge’s rulings.”  In re Complaint of Jud. Misconduct, 552 F.3d 1146, 1147 (9th Cir. Jud. 

Council 2009).  Complainant’s reliance on Arkansas Jud. Discipline & Disability Comm’n 

v. Simes, 381 S.W.3d 764 (Ark. 2011) (reprimanding trial judge for conducting Fed. R. 

Civ. P. 11 proceedings prior to resolving motion for recusal), is misplaced because, unlike 

in Simes, here there was no motion for recusal or other impediment to the subject judge’s 

consideration of the fully briefed motion for sanctions and no evidence that the judge acted 

in bad faith.  Complainant’s allegations “lack[] sufficient evidence to raise an inference 

that misconduct has occurred.”  28 U.S.C. § 352(b)(1)(A)(iii).  The record does not reflect 

any evidence of bias, improper motive, retaliation, collusion, or other misconduct.   

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 




