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PER CURIAM: 

 Rodney Reep appeals the district court’s order denying his motion seeking recusal 

of the presiding district judge.  We have reviewed the record and find no reversible error.  

Reep’s motion failed to identify any personal bias by the district judge, any legitimate 

ground for reasonably questioning the district judge’s impartiality, or anything in the 

judge’s prior rulings revealing favoritism or antagonism that would make fair judgment 

impossible.  See 28 U.S.C. §§ 144, 455(a), (b)(1) (2012); Liteky v. United States, 510 

U.S. 540, 555-56 (1994); United States v. Cherry, 330 F.3d 658, 665 (4th Cir. 2003); see 

also United States v. Stone, 866 F.3d 219, 229 (4th Cir. 2017) (reviewing denial of 

recusal motion for abuse of discretion).  Further, Reep’s § 144 affidavit was significantly 

untimely, as he was aware of its underlying facts by the end of his trial in 2003.  

Accordingly, we affirm the district court’s order.  We dispense with oral argument 

because the facts and legal contentions are adequately presented in the materials before 

this court and argument would not aid the decisional process. 

AFFIRMED 
 


