
 
 
 
 
 
 
       August 28, 2006 
 
Via overnight mail 
Ms. Ramona Baker-Moore 
3102 Sequoia Avenue 
Baltimore, MD 21215 
 
Dear Ms. Baker-Moore: 
 

The Maryland Judicial Campaign Conduct Committee (MDJCCC) is a 
non-partisan and diverse volunteer group that is committed to promoting 
impartiality and upholding the dignity of judicial office.   The committee was 
formed at the suggestion of Chief Judge Robert A. Bell of the Court of Appeals of 
Maryland. Its co-chairs are former United States Attorney George Beall and 
former United States Attorney and Maryland Attorney General Stephen H. Sachs. 
Professor Sherrilyn A. Ifill of the University of Maryland School of Law is the 
Reporter. Maryland is one of twelve states in which such committees have been 
created. 

 
As you know from our August 9 letter to you and from your August 18th 

conversation with Sherrilyn Ifill, MDJCCC has received a complaint from David 
B. Allen relating to what he asserts are your campaign literature and solicitations. 
Specifically, Mr. Allen alleges that materials he claims are being disseminated by 
your campaign violate Standard IV of the MDJCCC’s Standards for Contested 
Judicial Elections, in that they suggest erroneously that you are already a judge of 
the Orphans’ Court for Baltimore City, when in fact you are not.  Standard IV 
states:  “[a] candidate for judicial office shall not use the title of an office not 
currently held by the candidate in a manner that implies that the candidate 
currently holds office.”  The Commentary to the Standard specifically states that 
“[a] candidate for judicial office who is not currently a judge may not use the title 
“Judge” in such a way as to suggest that the candidate is a judge.”  

 
The evidence presented by Mr. Allen is summarized as follows: 

 
1. A business card that states    

“Ramona Moore Baker 
Judge of The Orphans (sic) Court. Balt. City”  
(See attachment A) 
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2. Copies of several letters stating that they are from “Ramona Moore-
Baker – Judge of the Orphans (sic) Court for Baltimore City” (See 
attachment B) 

 
3. A fax purporting to be from you using the number 410-814-3791 that 

appears with the heading “Judge of the Orphans (sic) Court.” (See 
attachment C) 

 
 

The Committee provided you with a week in which to provide a written 
response to these allegations.  Our letter to you containing the complaint was 
delivered to your home and signed for on August 10th.   Having received no 
response from you, Sherrilyn Ifill called you on Friday August 18th, and left a 
message at your home answering machine.  You returned her call several minutes 
later.  In that conversation you suggested that you had not seen the materials we 
sent to you.  It was called to your attention that the package had been signed for 
by “D. Moore” at your home address.  You agreed that you would locate and 
review the materials we sent.  Ms. Ifill extended the deadline for your response 
until August 22, 2006.  To date we have received no response from you. In the 
absence of a response we assume you do not contest the factual accuracy of Mr. 
Allen’s allegations concerning your campaign materials and their dissemination. 

 
 Mr. Allen’s complaint relates directly to MDJCCC’s core function which 

is to encourage judicial candidates to conduct themselves with the dignity and 
integrity that the public has a right to expect of those who hold, or aspire to hold, 
judicial office. We also seek to educate the public about the judicial function and 
to assist voters in obtaining accurate and relevant information about judicial 
contests. 

  
It is the Committee’s determination that the materials disseminated by you 

or those under your authority as described above are misleading.  They 
inescapably and improperly suggest to voters that you are already a judge on the 
Orphans’ Court.  Just recently, we issued a decision in a matter in Baltimore 
County based on complaints we received charging that a candidate’s campaign 
materials impermissibly suggested to voters that he was already a judge. Our 
decision in that case sets out in detail the Committee’s strongly-held view that 
judicial candidates must ensure that their campaign materials do not mislead 
voters. We have enclosed that decision for your review (see attachment D). The 
decision also appears on our website (www.mdjccc.org).  

 
We regard it as your obligation, as someone seeking judicial office, to 

communicate accurately with the public concerning your record and 
qualifications.  Because Orphans’ Court judges are covered by the Maryland Code 
of Judicial Conduct, we strongly encourage you to familiarize yourself with that 
Code.  

http://www.mdjccc.org/
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Finally, in his complaint Mr. Allen has alleged that you have manipulated 

your name.  Your name appears variously in your literature, your letters and your 
website as Ramona Moore, Ramona Baker-Moore, Ramona Moore-Baker and 
Ramona Moore Baker.  These inconsistencies raise the question as to whether 
your Affidavit of Alternate Name, filed concurrently with your certificate of 
candidacy, was accurate.  Because this concern falls outside the scope of the 
MDJCCC’s area of expertise, we will refer this aspect of the complaint to the 
State Prosecutor of Maryland for such further action as he may deem appropriate. 
 
       Sincerely,  
 
 
 
 
George Beall       Stephen H. Sachs 
Co-Chair      Co-Chair 
 
 
 
Attachments 
cc: David B. Allen (without attachments) 
 
 



Attachment A 
 

 
 



Attachment B 

 
 
 



 
 

Attachment B (continued) 
 

 
 



Attachment C 
 
 
 

 
 
 



Attachment D 
 
This decision relating to Arthur Frank, Candidate for Judicial Office 

in Baltimore County can be accessed by visiting the website: 
 

www.mdjccc.org and then clicking on Complaints. 

http://www.mdjccc.org/
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