
UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT 

In the Matter of * 
Nos. 04-22-90194 

Judicial Complaints * 04-22-90195 
04-22-90196

Under 28 U.S.C. § 351 * 04-22-90197

MEMORANDUM AND ORDER 

Complainant brings these judicial complaints against a district judge and three 

circuit judges pursuant to the Judicial Conduct and Disability Act, 28 U.S.C. §§ 351-364.  

The Act 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 filed a 28 U.S.C. § 2254 petition in the district court, challenging his 

Illinois state convictions.  The subject district judge transferred the petition to the United 

States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois.  Complainant appealed the 

decision to the Fourth Circuit Court of Appeals.  The subject circuit judges dismissed the 

appeal for lack of jurisdiction on the ground that the notice of appeal was filed after the 

action was transferred. 

“A complaint must contain a concise statement that details the specific facts on 

which the claim of misconduct or disability is based.”  Rule 6(b), Rules for Judicial-

Conduct and Judicial-Disability Proceedings.  In the statements attached to his judicial 

complaints, complainant fails to mention any of the subject judges or set forth specific facts 

explaining his claims against them.  Instead, complainant primarily alleges that the district 

judge in the Northern District of Illinois who decided his habeas petition had a conflict of 
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interest.  Complainant further alleges that “[e]very federal district and circuit judge 

thereafter deliberately ignored [his] repeated pleas that [his] habeas petition had been 

decided by a ‘per se conflict-of-interest’ federal district judge.”  Complainant contends that 

“[t]his was no mere error, but, calculated judicial overreach by an irrationally biased and 

prejudiced federal district and circuit court judiciary.”  Finally, he alleges that “[t]his was 

. . . insidious complicity by plain bigots.” 

To the extent that complainant seeks to challenge the subject judges’ rulings by 

asserting that every federal judge ignored his conflict of interest claim, “[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”).  The procedure that has 

been established to consider misconduct complaints “is not designed as a substitute for, or 

supplement to, appeals or motions for reconsideration.  Nor is it designed to provide an 

avenue for collateral attacks or other challenges to judges’ rulings.”  In re Memorandum of 

Decision, 517 F.3d 558, 561 (U.S. Jud. Conf. 2008).  Furthermore, complainant’s 

allegations of bias, prejudice, and other misconduct “lack[] sufficient evidence to raise an 

inference that misconduct has occurred.”  28 U.S.C. § 352(b)(1)(A)(iii); see In re 

Complaint of Jud. Misconduct, 552 F.3d at 1147 (dismissing allegations of judicial bias, 

discrimination, and conspiracy on the ground that complainant failed to provide 

“objectively verifiable proof” to “raise an inference that misconduct occurred”). 



3 
 

Accordingly, these judicial complaints are 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 

~ t. q ~ 




