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UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 

DISTRICT OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

 

IN RE: 

 

 

Robert McCrea Miller, 

 

Debtor(s). 

 

C/A No. 26-01709-HB 

 

Chapter 7 

 

ORDER IMPOSING SANCTION 

 

THIS MATTER came before the Court for a hearing on May 27, 2026, to consider the 

Rule to Show Cause issued by the Court on April 27, 2026.1  Appearances were made by Chapter 

7 Trustee John K. Fort and pro se Debtor Robert McCrea Miller (“Miller”).2 

On April 20, 2026, Miller electronically filed a Chapter 7 petition, schedules, and 

statements pro se through the Court’s Electronic Self-Representation System (“eSR”) to initiate 

the above-captioned case.3  That system allows those documents to be electronically uploaded to 

the Court for qualifying debtors, but applicable authorities require the filing of additional 

documents through other methods to complete the filing.  

On Part 1, Question 5 of the petition (Official Form 101), Miller listed a Greenville, SC 

address as his residence and a Simpsonville, SC address as his mailing address.  Part 1, Question 

6 of the petition regards venue, and asks, “why you are choosing this district to file for 

bankruptcy”, to which Miller responded “I lived in Greenville SC for 10 years prior to moving to 

Portugal in July 2022.  I still have a recruiting business Bobby M Affiliates registered in SC – I 

have a Portugal residential address I can provide, where I rent.” 

 
1 ECF No. 26. 
2 Miller appeared by phone.  See Order Granting Motion for Remote Appearance entered on May 15, 2026 (ECF No. 

37). 
3 ECF No. 1.  Use of eSR is limited to the transmission of the voluntary petition, schedules, and statements.  See SC 

LBR 5005-4(d)(2) n.4; see also instructions regarding submitting a bankruptcy package electronically through eSR 

on the Court’s website at https://www.scb.uscourts.gov/esr.    
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Part 1, Question 2 of the Statement of Financial Affairs for Individuals Filing for 

Bankruptcy (Official Form 107) (the “SOFA”), asks whether a debtor has lived anywhere other 

than the residential address listed on the petition (the Greenville, SC address) in the past three 

years, and Miller answered that he had not.  On the Chapter 7 Statement of Your Current Monthly 

Income (Official Form 122A-1), when prompted to “Fill in the state in which you live”, the 

response is “SC.”  The schedules and statements included minimal connections between Miller 

and South Carolina to justify a filing in this District.  

To activate the filing, through the Court’s Electronic Document Submission System 

(“EDSS”), Miller submitted a signed form declaration certifying under penalty of perjury that the 

information provided in the petition and schedules submitted through eSR were true and correct 

(“Declaration”),4 although the filings contained contradictory and incorrect information.  The 

Declaration provides check boxes for certain documents, including the petition, SOFA, and 

Chapter 7 Statement of Your Current Monthly Income, all checked as applicable by Miller.  The 

following information appears immediately before Miller’s signature:  

 
4 ECF No. 2, filed Apr. 20, 2026. 
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He also submitted other documents related to the filing not listed on the Declaration, 

including one he titled as an “Addendum” to the petition stating that, contrary to the information 

he provided in the petition and schedules and his signature on the Declaration, he does not reside 

in SC.  He stated he lived in Greenville, SC from March 2013 until July 2022, and when filing 

“entered the last address I was at in Greenville, SC, a friend’s home, before moving to Portugal in 

July 2022” on the petition because eSR “does not allow my foreign addresses to be entered.”5  In 

other words, he listed incorrect information on his voluntary petition to avail himself of the 

convenience of electronic filing.   

On April 21, 2026, the Chapter 7 Trustee filed a Request for Rule to Show Cause.6  That 

request was addressed by the Court issuing the Rule to Show Cause at issue herein on April 27, 

2026.  The Rule to Show Cause outlined the facts set forth herein, in addition to other deficiencies 

 
5 ECF No. 6, filed Apr. 20, 2026. 
6 ECF No. 14. 
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and inconsistencies, and provided notice to Miller that the Court could not conclude that he is 

eligible to be a debtor under the US Bankruptcy Code pursuant to § 109(a) and that venue is 

appropriate in this District under 28 U.S.C. § 1408, and that Miller’s misrepresentations about his 

residence may constitute cause to dismiss this case and impose sanctions under Fed. R. Bankr. P. 

9011. 

Miller filed a response to the Rule to Show Cause,7 and requested a remote appearance at 

the show cause hearing because he lives in another country.8 

At the hearing, Miller explained that he did not think submitting the petition to the Court 

through any available non-electronic means9 was practical or expedient, but he also did not explain 

any emergency that prompted a need to file a case electronically on a certain date. 

Miller has filed additional information, and the Court concludes that Miller has a minimal 

but sufficient connection to the US and South Carolina to make him eligible to be a debtor under 

the US Bankruptcy Code pursuant to § 109(a) and to make venue in this District permissible under 

28 U.S.C. § 1408.  However, the Court concludes that a sanction is warranted for Miller signing 

the petition, schedules, and statements under penalty of perjury with grossly incorrect information 

to take advantage of the convenience of an electronic filing.  “By presenting to the court a petition, 

pleading, written motion, or other document—whether by signing, filing, submitting, or later 

advocating it—an attorney or unrepresented party certifies that, to the best of the person’s 

knowledge, information, and belief formed after an inquiry reasonable under the 

circumstances…the allegations and factual contentions have evidentiary support—or if 

specifically so identified, are likely to have evidentiary support after a reasonable opportunity for 

 
7 ECF No. 31, filed May 2, 2026. 
8 ECF No. 32, filed May 2, 2026. 
9 See SC LBR 5005-4(d).  
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further investigation or discovery”.  Fed. R. Bankr. P. 9011(b)(3).  “If, after notice and a reasonable 

opportunity to respond, the court determines that (b) has been violated, the court may, subject to 

the conditions in this subdivision (c), impose an appropriate sanction on any attorney, law firm, or 

party that committed the violation or is responsible for it.”  Fed. R. Bankr. P. 9011(c)(1).  “On its 

own, the court may enter an order describing the specific conduct that appears to violate (b) and 

directing an attorney, law firm, or party to show cause why it has not violated (b).”  Fed. R. Bankr. 

P. 9011(c)(3).  “A sanction imposed under this rule must be limited to what suffices to deter 

repetition of the conduct or deter comparable conduct by others similarly situated.  The sanction 

may include…an order to pay a penalty into court”.  Fed. R. Bankr. P. 9011(c)(4)(A)(ii). 

Miller violated Rule 9011(b) by falsely representing on the petition, SOFA, and Chapter 7 

Statement of Your Current Monthly Income that he resides in South Carolina.  This 

misrepresentation is made more egregious by Miller signing those documents under penalty of 

perjury as well as the Declaration certifying under penalty of perjury that the information provided 

in the petition and schedules is true and correct.  Miller stated that he made this misrepresentation 

because eSR would not allow him to provide his foreign address.  However, electronic filing is not 

required and is a privilege, and the Court sets the terms for its use.  See SC LBR 5005-4(d) 

(providing procedures by which pro se parties may effect filings in this Court);10 Fed. R. Bankr. 

P. 5005(a)(3)(B)(i) (“An individual not represented by an attorney…may file electronically only 

if allowed by court order or local rule….”).  Miller could have filed this case by submitting the 

relevant case opening documents in another permitted manner.  See SC LBR 5005-4(d).  Miller’s 

contention that his “Addendum” containing contrary information cured this misrepresentation 

made under penalty of perjury is not accepted by the Court.  The fact remains that he willfully 

 
10 The Court’s Local Rules are available on its website at https://www.scb.uscourts.gov/local-rules.  
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misrepresented his residence for the sake of convenience.  The Court concludes that, to deter 

similar conduct by Miller and those similarly situated, a fine should be imposed.  The fine is 

minimal and is based on the Court’s review of Miller’s financial resources.  A sanction in the sum 

of $300.00 is imposed, representing approximately 10% of Miller’s monthly gross income.  

However, the minimal amount of the fine should not be interpreted as an indication of the 

lack of gravity of the sanctioned act.  The convenience of electronic filing does not alter a debtor’s 

obligations to provide accurate and noncontradictory information to this Court, and does not lessen 

the effect of signing a document under penalty of perjury and the requirements of other applicable 

authorities.11   

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED, for the reasons stated above, and pursuant to Fed. R. 

Bankr. P. 9011, Debtor Robert McCrea Miller shall pay a sanction in the sum of $300.00 to the 

U.S. Treasury via Pay.gov.12 

 
11 See, e.g., C/A No. 25-04803-hb, ECF No. 30, entered Jan. 15, 2026 (order dismissing case filed electronically with 

prejudice for one year as to Chapters 11, 12, and 13 in any District because Debtor resided in Virginia Beach, Virginia, 

and nothing in the Debtor’s petition, schedules, or statements reflected any connection to South Carolina); C/A No. 

25-04951-hb, ECF No. 25, entered Jan. 22, 2026 (order dismissing case filed electronically with prejudice for one 

year as to Chapters 11, 12, and 13 in any jurisdiction and vacating order waiving filing fee because Debtor lived in St. 

Louis, Missouri and the information contained in the schedules and statements did not indicate a sufficient connection 

to South Carolina to justify filing a case in this District). 
12 Miller may contact the Court for instructions regarding how to make this payment.  

FILED BY THE COURT
05/28/2026

Chief US Bankruptcy Judge
District of South Carolina

Entered: 05/28/2026


