
UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT 

In the Matter of a * 

Judicial Complaint * No.  04-21-90187

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” and for judicial inability to 

“discharge all the duties of office by reason of mental or physical disability.”  28 U.S.C. 

§ 351(a).

Complainant was charged with transmitting a threat to injure a person via interstate 

commerce, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 875(c), based on an email that he allegedly sent to 

a United States senator.  Following a forensic evaluation and evidentiary hearing, the 

subject judge determined that complainant was not competent to stand trial and ordered 

that he “be committed  . . . for hospitalization and treatment for a reasonable period of time, 

not to exceed an additional four months, as is necessary to determine whether there is a 

substantial probability that in the foreseeable future, he will attain the capacity to permit 

the proceedings to go forward.”  The subject judge further ordered that “the time from the 

filing of the Motion for Involuntary Treatment of the defendant to restore competency until 
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the completion of the evaluation and treatment referenced herein is excluded from the 

Speedy Trial Act.” 

In his judicial complaint, complainant alleges that the subject judge is “guilty of 

covering up attempted murder, election fraud, bank fraud, and covering up for the lies told 

to federal investigators by” the United States senator.  He further alleges that the subject 

judge “buried” nearly 90 emails that he wrote to the senator and denied him his rights to 

due process and to a speedy trial.  Finally, he claims that the subject judge “broke the law 

and violated [his] civil rights in order to cover up multiple felonies committed by very 

powerful men.” 

“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. § 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”). 

To the extent that complainant challenges the subject judge’s order involuntarily 

committing him to a medical facility for mental health treatment and excluding this time 

from the Speedy Trial Act, these challenges are directly related to the merits of the judge’s 

decision and are dismissed pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 352(b)(1)(A)(ii).   

Furthermore, the chief judge may dismiss a judicial complaint if he finds it to be 

“frivolous [or] lacking sufficient evidence to raise an inference that misconduct has 

occurred.”  28 U.S.C. § 352(b)(1)(A)(iii); accord Rule 11(c)(1)(C), (D), Rules for Judicial-

Conduct and Judicial-Disability Proceedings.  Because complainant offers no evidence to 

support his allegations that the subject judge is concealing serious felonies committed by a 
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United States senator and other powerful men, and the judicial complaint is “so lacking in 

indicia of reliability that no further inquiry is warranted,” Commentary on Judicial-

Conduct Rule 11, the remainder of complainant’s challenges are dismissed pursuant to 28 

U.S.C. 352(b)(1)(A)(iii).   

Accordingly, this judicial complaint is dismissed as merits-related, frivolous, 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 


