
UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT 

In the Matter of a * 

Judicial Complaint * No.  04-22-90008

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 filed this judicial complaint after the subject judge dismissed his civil 

action for lack of subject matter jurisdiction.  In the judicial complaint, complainant alleges 

that the subject judge “discriminated against [him] . . . because of [his] monotheistic belief 

system.”  He further claims that the subject judge is “insane.” 

“A [judicial] complaint may be dismissed in whole or in part to the extent that the 

chief judge concludes that the complaint . . . is frivolous [or] . . . is based on allegations 

lacking sufficient evidence to raise an inference that misconduct has occurred or that a 

disability exists.”  Rule 11(c)(1)(C), (D), Rules for Judicial-Conduct and Judicial-

Disability Proceedings; see 28 U.S.C. § 352(b)(1)(A)(iii) (providing chief judge may 

dismiss complaint as frivolous or for “lacking sufficient evidence to raise an inference that 

FILED:  January 28, 2022



2 
 

misconduct has occurred”).  Complainant offers no evidence to support his allegations that 

the subject judge discriminated against him or is unable to discharge the duties of office on 

account of a mental disability, and the judicial complaint is “so lacking in indicia of 

reliability that no further inquiry is warranted.”  Rule 11 cmt. 

Accordingly, this judicial complaint is dismissed as frivolous and lacking in 

evidentiary support pursuant to Rule 11(c)(1)(C), (D) and 28 U.S.C. § 352(b)(1)(A)(iii). 

 IT IS SO ORDERED.  

_______________________________ 
                 Roger L. Gregory 
                      Chief Judge 




