
Feb:r iary 22 ,  1999

Patr ic ia S. Connor,  Clerk
United St,abes Court  of  Appeals
for the Fourth Circui t
1100 East Main Street,  Sui te 501
Richmond, Virginia 23219-3517

Re: 99-9003, Judic ia l  Complaint

Dear Ms. Connor:

I  HEREBY PETITIOI\  THE JUD]C]AL COUNCIL FOI? REVIEhI OF THE CHIEF

.]UDGE I  S ORDER.

I  am baff led by the Chief  Judge's use of  In re Lal i4rer,  955

F.2d 1036 (5th Cir .  1992).  In Sheppardiz ing th is case, I

cannot see where Lat imer has ever been ci ted in a rrr i t ten

opinion.. . .not  even by the Fi f th Circui t .  However,  d l l  of  the

circui ts use Li t ,ekv v Uni ted States,  510 US 54O, I27 L.Ed.2d

474, IL4 S.Ct. lL47 (1994).  In U.S. v Gordon, 6l  F.3d 263 (4th

Cir .  1995 )  ,  the Chief  Judge himsel f  c i ted Libekv in his

opinion. "The Supreme Court  has recent ly spoken at  length

about,  the proper standards for judic ia l  d isqual i f icat ion under

U=JJ. In Li teky y.  Uni ted States,  Ic i tes omit tedJ ,  a

defendant. . . . " .  This is not a f luke. There are several  obher

cases in rvhich the Chief  Judge and the Fourth Circui t

recognize Libeky as set t inE the standarC.

The "Rules of  the Juoic ia l  Counci l  of  the Fourth Circui t"  were

aCopted September 1,  1991 (per Lisa Robertson, secretary to

Clerk )  ,  wel l  bef  ore Li teky.  ' f 'hey were updated December L ,

1998 ,  bub 1 (  e )  was not touched. By us ing rules t ,hat  do not

meet currenf Supreme Court  standards,  the same standards you

recognize in other cases r  1 lou are commit , t ing a grave

dis-service to the c i t izens of  t t re Fourth Circui t .
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i\otwi 'Lhsi :anding the h 'ourt ,h Circui t 's  ru les,  Jucige Tirornburg

swore ( fZ1 that he was tel l ing the t ruth when he stated that

he would " fo l low judic ia l  code direct ives" (+tZr previously

submit ted wi th Complaint) .  He has, at  least ,  v iotated Cannon

2A, 28, Cannon 3A(1),  C(1)(a,b,cr@) r  and D in my case.

Li tekv had been f i rmly in place a year before Judge Thornburg

took his oath of  of f ice,  swearing to perform al l  h is dut ies

under the Consbi tut ion and laws of  the Uni ted States.  He

knows what the law demands of  h im. Despi te Lat i rner and 1(e),

he recused himsel f  in US v Taylor 2:9BCR21B (18)

party had mot ioned him.

Nei ther

He should have recused himsel f  in Ryder v Freeman, but he did

not.  .  .hence my Complaint .

Yours very t ruJ.y,

A .'---- \-t*,.-
Ann Ryder
48I Wolf  Pi t  Road
Mars Hi11, i r ic  28754
B2B/689-5128


