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IN THE UNITED STATES mSTJUCT COURT I , -

EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA CL ;:.i ", I.".j [':: \ .~ ;,: ~ ~" ~: . 1 

" . .. . 

COVPLAINT UNDER CIVIL RIGHTS ACT 42 U.S.C. § 1983 

FRED WOODROW MATJ NEY, JR. 

In Propria Persona 
61 NEWTON MOORE RD. 
PEACHLAND, NC 28133 
704-475-2301 

Vs. 

Defendants: 

David C. Williams, Inspector General 

173 .' '< Lyml Street 
Arjr:gton, VA 22209-2020 
703-682-4980 

United States Postal Service -
Office ofInspector General 
, ~ ~. ~ :-;. LylU1 Street 

Arlington, VA 22209-2020 

703-682-4980 

Special Agent - Gordon J. Thompson 

1735 N. Lynn Street 
Arlington, VA 22209-2020 
703-682-4980 

COMPLAINT 

CIVIL ACTION NO. (; 0 i (:/V' ( >- -">::> 

Lf:J5/fFit 

Jurisdiction of This Court is proper under Title 28 U.S.C. § 1331, Title 28 U.S.C. § 1983. 

Jurisdiction is also proper under Title 39 U.S.C. § 401, Title 39 U.S.c. § 233.2. The Plai ntiff 

reserves the right to amend Jurisdiction as new discovery develops. Jurisdiction is also proper 

under the Americans with Disabilities Act. 



INTRODUCTION 

Upon investigation of his own civil complaint, the Plaintiff is now also acting in Qui Tam for the 

benefit of the United States Congress. That the United States Postal Service - Office oflnspector 

General's office is to inform in the House of Representatives, the Committee Chair on Oversight 

and Government Reform and the Subcommittee Chair on Federal Workforce, Postal Service, and 

the District of Columbia. And on the Senate's side the Committee Chair on Homeland Security 

and Govemmental Affairs. And the Subcommittee Chair of Oversight of Government 

Management, The Federal Workforce, and the District of Columbia. Whereas, the Plaintiff pro 

se and his client, the United States of America is suing the United States Postal Service - Office 

of Inspector General has demonstrated it's apparent Quid pro quo / bribery and said named 

Government Officials involvement in willful and wonton misconduct and conspiracy to commit 

frand. 

FRAUD UPON THE COURT 

(NO STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS) 

FACTS OF THE CASE 

1. On the moming of May 21 st, 1997 Plaintiff and Cory Karpakis came upon the scene 

where Lee Wayne Parker, a United States Postal worker on his way to work was being 

shot and murdered by one Jose Garcia Maramontes. Because of what the Plaintiff and 

Mr. Karpakis thought was a motorist in trouble they stopped to help but instead were 

witnesses to a murder in progress. The murderer, realizing the Plaintiff and Cory 

Karpakis were witnesses, shot at and chased the Plaintiff and Mr. Karpakis . Maramontes 

later received a 30 year prison sentence for trying to kill Plaintiff. Upon learning that Mr. 

Parker was a postal worker on his way to work they inquired to the Postal Inspector 

Joseph L. Schouten about said posted reward and he told them that they qualified, but 

only after the cOllvictioll. After the conviction Mr. Schouten then claimed that the phrase 
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"On account of ... " disqualified Plaintiff from the reward. Plaintiff then wrote to the 

United States Postal Inspection Service IN Washington, DC and received a letter from 

them saying the same thing. Exhibit "D-l". "On account of ... " is derived from 

"Because of..." and clearly established law states that Plaintiff was owed the reward. 

{EMPHASIZED} 

2. On or about March 20th, 2001 Plaintiff files a lawsuit against the United States Postal 

Service et al. in the Federal District Court of Utah, Central Division Case No. 2:01-CV-

00 I 79-DAK. 

3. In 2001 the Plaintiff was riding a bicycle across the United States of America when 9-11 

happened and Special Assistant United States Attorney, Kurt C. Lusty, files a Motion to 

Dismiss. The trauma the nation was going through and the Plaintiff being in the middle 

of Kansas at the time made it virtually impossible for the Plaintiff to respond to the filed 

Motion(s) to Dismiss. Exhibit "F, 1-7". And case was dismissed by United States 

District Court Judge Dale Kimball. Exhibit E-3. 

4. In 2003 the Plaintiff went to the United States Postal Service - Office of Inspector 

General office in Arlington Va. and met with Special Agent Derek Smith and gave a 

verbal complaint with documentation. This complaint was concerning because the 

Plaintiff eyewitness account was instrumental in solving the murder of United States Post 

Service worker, Lee Wayne Parker. In which the United States Postal Service has a 

posted reward offer of$IOO,OOO.OO for information leading to the arrest and conviction of 

any United States Postal Service employee. A file of inquiry was opened that day. 

5. The United States Postal Service - Office ofInspector General's office was to verify the 

Plaintiffs allegations; that the Plaintiff was to get back in contact several weeks later. 

Upon Plaintiff contacting Special Agent Derek Smith several weeks later, Special Agent 

Smith told Plaintiff that the United States Postal Service - Office ofInspector General's 

office could find no reason why Plaintiff should not have been paid said reward and said 
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the Plaintiff s complaint had been sent to the legal Department and for the Plaintiff to get 

in touch with him in a couple of weeks again. Upon the Plaintiff contacting Agent Smith 

again, plaintiff was informed that the United States Postal Service - Office of Inspector 

General's office's legal Department could find no reason either why said reward should 

not be paid. A few months passed and the Plaintiff tried to contact Agent Smith again 

only to find out Agent Smith had been transferred and nobody had yet been assigned to 

the Plaintiffs case fil e. About 6 months later Plainti ff called the United States Postal 

Service - Office of Inspector General's office again and a David Vannorstrand has been 

assigned the case file but had done nothing with it. Plaintiff also talked to a Thomas 

Gribben at the United States Postal Service - Office of Inspector General 's office. Upon 

hearing nothing back from the United States Postal Service - Office of Inspector 

General 's office Plaintiff went to his United States Representative, Congresswoman Sue 

Myrick 's office and there was told to contact staff member Robert Becker which Plaintiff 

did. That Robert Becker sent a fax to the United States Postal Service - Office of 

Inspector General's office on May 6th, 2004, Exhibit "B, I" and got 2 responses back 

from the United States Postal Service - Office of Inspector General 's office and I from 

the United States Postal Inspector, Exhibits "C, 1-3". The responses from the United 

States Postal Service - Office of Inspector General's office and the United States Postal 

Inspector's office stated Plaintiffs complaint had been adjudicated in court. This was a 

lie. Plaintiff had filed a lawsuit in the United States District Court - District Of Utah, 

Central Division, Civil No. 2:01CV-179K, Fred W. Mauney Jr. , in Propria persona Vs. 

United State Postal Service e/ al. which had been dismissed for Plaintiffs failure to 

respond to a Motion to Dismiss filed by Special Assistant United States Attorney Kurt C. 

Lusty. 

6. When the Plaintiff did make it back to Utah and was drafting up a motion under the 

default rules, he went to the office address of Special Assistant United States Attorney, 

Kurt Lusty to see if he was still around so that he could be served. To the Plaintiffs 

shock and amazement he discovered Lusty'S office was in the South East Regional Office 

of the United States Postal Service, not a United States Attorneys Office or private 
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practice since he had been hired as a "Special Assistant" United States Attorney as it 

turns out. Kurt Lusty is employed there as a United States Postal Service Attorney. This 

is clearly a prima fascia case of "Misconduct/Conflict of Interest" under which an 

attorney can be suspended andlor disbalTed for misconduct, under the Rules of 

Professional Conduct in the State of Utah's Bar Association Rules and The American Bar 

Association Rules and establi shed United States Court rulings. This is not only a case of 

"Misconduct/Conflict of [nterest" but also of the Malpractice of Law and of "Fraud Upon 

The Court" which makes all filings made by Special Assistant United States Attorney 

Kurt Lusty, and rulings thereof, void in natw'e and in fact. 

7. Sometime in the month of March of 2009 Plaintiff went to file a verbal complaint with 

the United States Postal Service - Office of Inspector General's office in Arlington, VA, 

as a follow up to a complaint Plaintiff filed in 2003. Plainti ff met with Special Agent 

Gordon J. Thompson of the United States Postal Service, Office of Inspector General's 

office in Arlington, V A and filed a verbal complaint concerning "Fraud Upon The Court" 

and "Misconduct/Conflict of Interest" charges involving United States Poslal Service 

Attorney/employee Kwt C. Lusty. Mr. Lusty apparently masqueraded as a Special 

Assistant United States Attorney in a civil action case the Plaintiff filed in the United 

States District Court - District Of Utah, Central Division, Civil NO. 2:0ICV-179K; Fred 

Woodrow Mauney 11'. , Plaintiff in Propria persona Vs. United Slales Postal Service, ef al. 

Plaintiff left a folder full of documentation in Special Agent Gordon J. Thompson 

possession. Special Agent Gordon J. Thompson and the United States Postal Service -

Office of Inspector General's office have refused to notify in writing to Plaintiff of their 

findings. Upon information and belief Fred Woodrow Mauney Jr., Plaintiff has come to 

realize that some form of Quid pro quo/Bribery and/or cover-up has been instituted 

between Special Agent Gordon J. Thompson and David C. Williams, Inspector General 

for the United States Postal Service - Office of Inspector General's office and along with 

the Eric Holder, United States Attorney General, the United States Justice Department 

and with John E. Potter, Postmaster General of the United States Postal Selvice and 

William R. Gillian 11'. , Chief Postal Inspector for the United States Postal Inspection 
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Service. To further cover-up the corruption/crimes committed in said civil case by Ex­

Attorney General Jolm Ashcroft and the United States Justice Department and the United 

States Postal Service and the United States Postal Inspection Service and United States 

Postal Service Attorney/employee Kurt C. Lusty. See Exhibit "A, I". 

8. That said officials have sworn an oath to the Government of the United States of America 

and they have betrayed that oath not only to the Plaintiff but to the Constitution, People 

and Government of these United States of America. Making them all co-conspirators in 

acts equivalent to sedition to the "The Rule of La woo and are TRAITORS by their actions. 

9. The Defendants axe not only empowered with the responsibilities and duties to 

investigate any and all allegations by a United States Citizen of misconduct, corruption, 

fraud or theft of the United States Postal Service that they have sworn an oath to 

faithfully execute their duties of that office. Part of this complaint process is to not only 

notify said complainant in writing of any findings, but to notify the proper federal 

agencies such as the this case may be. 

10. That the United States Postal Service - Office of Inspector General's office is the 

investigative arm of the United States Congress funded by the United States Taxpayer. A 

"reward" is a promise to pay, and in jurisprudence / legalese terms is a promise and is 

more binding than a written contract signed in blood. The offering of reward is one of 

the best deterrents to protect our federal employees. That there is iron in these words; 

that there is no paper that can hold the iron. For the United States Postal Service - Office 

of Inspector General's office not to inform the 435 United States Representatives and the 

100 United States Senators of the United States Congress; that failing to inform each 

individual member is in fact 535 criminal acts not to mention it is an attack on the 

integrity, honor, and good name of the United States of America. 

11. To the Plaintiff's knowledge the Defendants have not done any of the mentioned above 

and furthermore, upon information and belief must have taken part in some fonn of Quid 

6 



pro quo I bribery. By not to be executing their oath of office of taking care of the Peoples 

business is in fact a crime in of itself. 

12. The United States Postal Service - Office of Inspector General is the investigative arm of 

the United States Postal Service to the United States Congress. The United States Postal 

Service - Office of Inspector General' s office is to inform in the House of 

Representatives, the Committee Chair on Oversight and Government Reform and the 

Subcommittee Chair on Federal Workforce, Postal Service, and the District of Columbia. 

And on the Senate's side the Committee Chair on Homeland Secw'ity and Governmental 

Affairs and the Subcommittee Chair of Oversight of Government Management, the 

Federal Workforce, and the District of Columbia so that they may inform all of the 

535 members of both houses of the Uni ted States Congress. They are also to inform the 

Justice Department, as well as the President of the United States. 

13. The Office ofInspector General first responsibility is to Congress, then the Citizen and 

then the Federal Bureau ofInvestigation, Washington, DC. 

ALLEGATION 

14. Upon information and belief the Plaintiff makes the allegation that Defendants have taken 

some form or agreed to some form of Quid pro quo I bribe from the United States Postal 

Service, the United States Postal Inspection Service, and the United States Department of 

Justice not to fully investigate andlor inform the Plaintiff, Fred W. Mauney Jr. or either 

House of the United States Congress of said fraud, misconduct and/or criminal activity. 

15. That it is further believed that this Quid pro quo I bribery is going on because this 

investigation 's findings of the Defendants would throw a serious monkey wrench into the 

United States Postal Service's request for $5,000,000,000.00 (5 BILLION) a year in 

federal funds for the next 6 or 7 years. 
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16. It is clear that the Defendants think andlor believe that the Constitution of the United 

States of America is nothing more than a mere piece of asswipe. 

17. This is the second time the United States Postal Service - Office of Inspector General's 

office hasn't notified the Plaintiff, their client, the complaining party as protocol 

indicates. Title 39 USC: Postal Service § 233.2, Circulars and rewards; (b) Rewards. (1) 

Rewards will be paid up to the amounts and under the conditions stated in Poster 296, 

Notice of Reward, for the arrest and conviction of persons for the folloWing postal 

offenses ... What if it gets out that the United States Government reneges on paying said 

rewards for crimes against United States Congressperson, United States Senator or say a 

Federal Judge? Does this now mean that it' s now open season on all Federal Employees? 

18. That the United States Postal Service - Office of Inspector General's office is the 

investigative arm of the United States Congress funded by the U S Taxpayer. A "reward" 

is a promise to pay, and in jurisprudence I legalese, a promise is more binding than a 

written contract signed in blood. That for the United States Postal Service - Office of 

Inspector General's office not to infoffil each individual member of the United States 

Congress is in fact 535 criminal acts only. The 435 United States Representatives and the 

100 United States Senators and not to mention the attack on the integrity, honor, and 

good name ofthe United States of America. 

FRAUD UPON THE COURT 

(NO STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS) 

19. Paragraphs 1 through 18 are included and incorporated as reference herein. 
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20. Therefore making said filed motion(s) to dismiss filed by special assistant Kurt Lusty 

and order by Utah District Court Judge Dale Kimball void in nature and in fact. 

PLAINTIFF'S HISTORY 

21. In October of 1993 Plaintiff was struck down with Transverse Myelitis, a neurological 

affliction in his lower spine and the doctors told him he would never walk again. Yet, 

with the grace of God and with his own determination, left the rest home in October 1995 

under his own steam. Leaving the rest home started saving the American taxpayer some 

$30,000.00 a year, which now would be to the tune of $70,000.00 a year, Plaintiff, a 

native of North Carolina, went to Salt Lake City, Utah in May 1996 to do a story about a 

person on disability; a real miracle of God and getting back into life in America. 

TRIAL BY JURY 

22. The Plaintiff requests a jury trial. 

AMOUNT OF MONEY 

23. In addition to the reward plus accrued adjustments and interests the Plaintiff hereby states 

compensatory damages be awarded to the sum of $250,000,000.00 and that This Court 

wonld be just in awarding any other relief that This Court deems appropriate and proper. 
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RELIEF 

24. Upon discerning the truth of infonnation, documentation, the allegations filed in this 

complaint that This Court is empowered with responsibility and the duty to issue bench 

warrants for the alTest of all parties committing crimes against the United States alleged 

in this complaint. This Court if further empowered to impanel a Federal Grand Jury 

immediately if not sooner to investigate, to hear the evidence and where appropriate to 

bring back "True Bills of Indictment" . 

Respect Submitted this Date: 

~ / / A; // 
- - Fre oodrow ~auney, t'1~ ia Pe:;ona 

61 Newton Moore Rd. yr'jJ' 
Peachland, NC 28133 
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'n.'"tc LJockct Sh~d from Cas.: I.i st , 
Electronic Case Filing System 

District of Utah (Central) 

Page I of 

CIVIL DOCKET FOR CASE #: 2:01-cv-00179-DAK 

Mauney v. USPS, ct al 
f\ ss igned to: Jud ge Dale A. Kimball 
Re f<:rred to : 
DCl11nnd : $5 tOOOOOO 
Lead Docket : No ne 
Related Cases: None 
Case in other court: None 
Cause: 28:220 I Declaratory Judgment 

Plaintiff 

Fred W. Mauney, Jr 

v. 

ol .• danl 

United States Postal Service 

U.S_ I'ostmastcr General 

I'os t:ll Inspector 

_oeal Branch Main Office Impeclor 

Filing Date "'!Ifill! 

Date Fi led: 03 /20 /0 1 
Jury Demand: Plaintiff 
Nature of Suit: 190 Contract: Other 
Juri sdicti on: U.S. Gove rnment LJefendant 

represented by Fred W. Mauney, Jr 
50 W BROADWA Y STE 100 
SALT LAKE C ITY, UT 84102-2006 
(801 )963-8731 
PRO SE 

represented by Kirk C. Lusty 
6021 S KA MAS DR 
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84118 
(80 I )89 1-6835 
Email: Klusty@ lycos.co m 
LEAD ATTORNEY 
ATTORNE Y TO BE NO TICED 

represented by KiI'k C. Lusty 
(See above for address) 
LEAD ATTORNEY 
A7TORNEY TO BE NOTICED 

represented by Kirk C. Lusty 
(See above for address) 
LEA D 111TORNEY 
ATTORNE Y TO 13£ N07'{CED 

represented by Kirk C. Lusty 
(See above for address ) 
LEA D , /lTORNfT 
A7TORNH m BE tV 

Ducket Text 
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SUE MYRICK 
"" OtsTI'Cf, Nofn"H CMolI,... 

c~u: 

RULES 

FINANCiAL SEflV'CES , .......... 
E.MAA,.: ,..yriclemal.hcMHIt, i'O" 

WEBSTI: NI .. oJtwwW.hOU ... to.Ii."Y.idII 

To: 

Fax#; 

.... 
(ongrt55 of tbt 1tnittb ~tatt5 

~ou5r of ittprt!lntatibrlf 
Uu\Jlngtoa, 1a€ 20515 

Facsimile Transmission 
Telephone: (704) 861-1976 Fax: (704) 864-244S 

J 18 South Street, Suite B 
Gastonia, N. C. 28052 

lJOc:.-..o.. HouR 0,'1(1 8"'''" o w ....... TOH. DC 205,S 
(lUlU,"-'U' 

FAJ(:(20t) u~l3II 

o 

OfSTIIICT OFFICES: 

&52S MOIiIMoN &o..uv""D 
s..m <OJ 

e-....NCII2" 
17D41l1D-'''' 

'AX: 11041 317"''' 

11. Soun. S",", ...... 
a~NC2tOU 

17041_1-1'" 
f AX.: 1104J ..... 1...., 

From: _--..~ Suc Myrick __ Sandy Sigunlson __ Jeanette Evans 

__ Linda Ferster V"Robert Bec1c~ __ Intern 

Date: Time: 

Number ofpagcs including coves sheet ~ 
Please caU (704) 861-1976 to report any problems with this facsimilc. 

Note: 12E: Fflf'..o .... 4"' ... ~-{ a.a ........... ~ _ ... "-t.Q 0" 
2'"1'1- '1f. - ..... "S .-

1>t:rF ....... ""..... , ... 

s~ ... e.-t. f'1.s,£,. 

Lv'"'' ,.,. II. AI> " '4 II r: " 

'?-"rA.~ .......... -.£ 

Confidenll.UIy Nule: The information in this raC3imilc message may be legaUy privilcgoc 
confidential information and intended only (or the usc ortbe individual or entity nomed.bG 

reader of this mcsuge is nOl the intended recipient you arc hereby notified that disseminau( 
or copy of this facsimile message is strictly prohibited. If you hive received tbis mes.sage iI 
immediately nolify us by telephone and return the original message to us al the address liSle 
U.S. Postal Service. Thank YDU. 

[xh/~/f 

/3 -1 
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orrlce Of Inopectar Gone," 

July 7, 2004 

The Honorable Sue Myrick 
Member, U.S. House of Representatives 
318 South Street, Suite 8 
Gastonia, NC 28052 

Dear Congre~an Myrick: 

We are writing in regard to your constituent, Mr. Fred Mauney, who contacted 
you and employees of the Office of Inspecter General about his assertion of his 
rights to a reward for hi. part in solving the JTMder of a postal wor1<er in 
Salt Lake City. utaP. 

As we discussed with Robert Becker of your staff on JU'18 30. the issues Mr. 
Mauney.ralses are not within oc.r JIXIsdlctlon. We believe that the matter 
can be best addressad a. a policy issue by the Postal In.pectlQ"l Service. 
Therefore, we have forwarded y04l CClT8spondence to the Postal Inspection 
Service and have asked for a direct response to you. A copy 01 our referral 
letter i. enclosed. 

As information for Mr. Mauney and his representatives, the Office 01 
Inspector General routil')ely reviewa charges oI .. fraud,.waste, and 
misconduct In the United States POltai SerJlee, A!J is our procedure, we will 
retain the Information they provided In our database, which we periodically 
review to identify systemic Issue. and potential area. for review. 

We apprac/ate 101.1" concem in thi' maHer. " you have further question. 
related to this Inquiry. please have your starr oontact our Congess/ona/ Liaison, 
Gene Wiley, at (703) 248-4628. 

Sincerely, 

NVt/'-"-""""'~Y. ~ 
~iB' l. Fox J . , 
Director, Congressional Response 

Enclosure 

1735 N Lynn 51 
Ar lington. VA 27209-2020 
1703) 248-2100 
F •• : 1703) 24&-2324 

6A/6lt~ 
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Office Of Inspector Generll' 

July 7,2004 

ROBERT DeMURO 
INSPECTOR IN CHARGE 
OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL & PUBLIC AFFAIRS 
U.S. POSTAL INSPECTION SERVICE 

SUBJECT: Referrel of Congressional Request 

We received the enclosed May 6 facsimile and attached correspondence from Representative Sue Myrick on behalf of her constituent, Mr. Fred Mauney. Mr. Mauney has asserted his right to a reward for his part in solving the murder of a postal worker in Salt Lake City, Utah. 

We are referring this matter to your office for whatever action you deem 
appropriate and for a direct response to Representative Myrick. We have also enclosed a copy of our response advising him of this referral. 

We would appreciate receiving a copy of your response for our files. If you have any que/itions or require additional information, feel free to contact me at (703) 248-2f42. 

Sincerely. 

t..........-...,.~.~~ 
Carrie l. Fox (..../) 
Director, Congressional Response 

Enclosures 

cc: The Honorable Sue Myrick 

1735 N Lynn SI 
Arllnglo". VA 22209-2020 
(703) 243-2100 
Fox: (703) 24e-2JZ4 

------- ----
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U NITED STATES P OSTAl INSPE'ClION SERVICE 

GROUP 2· INTERNAL'" EXTERNAL INVESTIGATIONS 

July 29, 2004 

Honorable Sue Myrick 
Member, U.S. House of Representatives 
Suite B 
318 South Street 
Gastonia, NC 28062 

Dear Congresswoman Myrick: 

This is in response to your inquiry about your constituent, Fred Maundy, and his 
efforts to obtain a reward tor assistance he provided in the investigation of the 
murder of postal employee, lee Perkar, in May 1997. 

We have communicated with Mr. Maundy on several occasions since October 1999 
about this matter. The Postal Service pays rewards for information leading to the 
arrest and conviction of persons for offanses against postel employees who are on 
duty, or on account of the performance of their duties. Mr. Parker was accosted on 
a freeway while en route to his place of employment. He clearly had not begun his 
work day at .the time of the incident. 

We certainly appreciate Mr. Maundy's efforts in assisting the local police in solving 
the murder of Mr. Parker. However, since the crime occurred while Mr. Parker was 
off duty. Mr. Maundy is not eligible to receive e reward. 

Mr. Maundv filed a civil complaint against the Postal Service in the U.S. District Court 
for the District of Utah. The lawsuit was dismissed. 

If you would like more information. teel free to contact me at (202) 268-4370. 

Sincarely, 

Inspector in Charge 
Internal & Ex ternal Investigations 

47 5 L' eNJAHT Pt ALA W .. Rooy 3500 
W ... SJojINO"ON DC J02eO·21 88 
Tr l t .'H"'N~ : 10 7_:'i:::A. ... l~A 

Fx)//J/7-
cr3 
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UN.TED Sr .. res POSH,~ INSI'I:CTION SEilVICE 

O~FICE OP T><E CHIEF POST A~ INSPECTOR 

October 8. 1999 

Mr. Fred·IN. Ma'uney 
235 SaLiih Rio' Grande Street 
Sail Lake·City. UH 84101,1105 

Dear Mr. Mauney: 

We received and reviewed your request for a postal reward, We noted that along with this request you sent a copy of the newspaper article on the murder of i"'r. Lee Parker. Mr. Parker was not officially employed when mun:lered. The photo with the article shows that Mr. Parlier was in his personal vehicle. not a postal vehicle. This detail was brought to your attentio,)Aor the following reason: on the .. ttacned Notice of Reward. 'Murder or Manslaughter'" is listed as 'The unlawful killing of any officer or employee of the Postal Service while engaged in or on account of the performance of their offleial duties.' 
Mr. Mauney. we do appreciate your efforts. lime and assistance with helping the police solve the murder of Mr. Parker. Unfortunately because Mr. Parlier was not on duty our Reward Program can not compensate for your actions. We hope you understand our position on this matter. 

Soncerely . 

...., /') , .. / '/ t· 'c .••• .,......... 
F. J. Maflon 
Acling,Oepuly Chief Inspector 
Cnminallnvesllgahons 

Attachment 

!"le"."' '' .. o: .. w q ... ~ .• , 

:1n _' 8:1 'H-I'\ 

' •• l ': 011 !U4 ~ ~J 

{xh/O/-f 
O.cJ. 
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OJ/ 20/2OtJlI 

" - ' 
u 120/2()O I ) Orlkr to p ro(~,J in lo rma pauperi s. Si~ncJ by J tld~c Boy <:e. 311 <) III cc: pia Ij mr) 

[Entry Date O}/20/20011 

03/20C OI) 1 3 COlllpb int li\cJ . ass igned to iudgl! Dale t\. Kimball Lodgedl Fi k J on: 3/ 16/ U 1 (jmr) 
[Entry Date OJ /20/200 11 

OJ123 /200 1 -+ Order o f Rel;' rence us aut horized by 28 636(b )( I )(B) . Case to be handled by mag istrate 
j udge upto and includ ing the R& R on any dispos itive motions. S igned by Dak A. 
Kim ball on } /23 /01 Umr) [Entry Date 03129/2001) 

UJ / I.(}f L. VV 1 J IV IOUOII oy rr~u w. IVl aun~y Jr lOr Oll lClal st!rvlce or process um r) [t:mry ume 
03/29/200 I) 

04/09/2001 6 Case referred to Judge Samuel Alba cc : atty (jrnr) (Entry Date 04/09/200 I J 

05117/200 1 7 Motion by USPS, US Postmaster Gen. Postal Inspector, Local Br Main Off to quash 
the pia's a ttempt to a ffect service (j rnr) (Entry Date 05/ 17/200 IJ 

05/ 17/2001 ~ Memorandum by USPS. US Postmaster Gen. Postal Inspector, Local Br Mai n orf in 
support of [7-1 J motion to quash the pia's attempt to affect service (j mr) [Ent ry Date 
05117/2001) 

-' / 

05/ 17/2001 9 Declaration of Kirk C. Lusty Re: [7-1 J motion to quash the pia's a ttempt to atTec t 
serv ice (jmr) [Entry Date 05/1 7/200 I J 

06/05/200 1 10 O rder granting [5 - 1 J mo tion fo r officia l service o f process by the US Ma rsha ll on Bill 
Susha. US Postal Service, F.J . Marion. William Henderson and Kenneth Weaver. It is 
further ordered that pia shall serve upon d fts, a copy of every plead ing or do~uments 
submitted to the court. He shall incl ude a certilicate of service wi th every doc ument 
submitteJ to the court. Any paper wilho ut a certi ticate of service wi ll be dis regarded 
by the court. Signed by Judge Samu.:! A lba. 6/ 1/01 cc:a tty (jmr) (Entry Date 
06/07/200 I] 

() 6 / 1) 5 /~IJO I \I Orde r. fur scrv i<:e rc: di recting part ies as to serv ice of pleadin gs signed by .Judge 
Sumud :\ Ibu. 611 1UI cc atty (j mr) [Entry Date 06i0 7/2001 1 

IJ 7/()912()() I 12 Re lurn of scr vi~e executed rc: Summons & Com plaint scrwd on Il ill Susha c/u S heila 
Yllllllg 0 11 7i1:0 1. (j mr) IEll try Uate 07ll1Jt:00 1 J 

J7:0 tJi 2()() I 13 Rc·turn of service e.xcctllcd re : Stllmnolls & Complaint servl'd on US I'llsta l Sc n 'ice . 
Kellilet h C. W..:ave r. Postal ill spc<:to r, F.1. ,\l ario n. William J, I knderSOIl I) n 6;:~~ ,' () I 
by Fayc It li assa ll , [ . ~gal Clcrk. ljmr) [Ell try Dale 07.'1 iJI21J0 1 I 

} l i1i ~ tJlI l ,/ lb f I I ,\It )II'' 1I by ! 'S I'S . t :s i'th ltl1 :tslCr (iC Il , i'll sl:t! InSpCLlI)r. t .tILt! III' \ 1 .ex ! )/ ' J 
Ill I' I:tck l! fpcI's I Jl t : t!llIri stli~ l illi t I ~ c ) [h ilry IJalc IJ K / .1OI ~ ( J IJ I I 

.../ ;{ X13P/ c(jtl l 15 .\lcll1or:Jlldlll ll hy I !S I'S . IJS i'us tll1a ste r (;L·Il. I'<" t:d ill spcc to r. /.OC I t -



,uppo.-t ,'f[I-l- 111ll0Iinl1 10 dismiss lelf IClCk llfpcrslll1a l juri sdklilln (ce) I Fnl.-y Date 
1l~1301200 I I 

-
IJi!J01200 I 16 Second Declaration of Kirk C. Lusty I{~: [I-l-Ilmolion 10 Ji smiss for lack o f pe rsona l 

jurisdiction (ce) [Entry Dale 0313 0/200 II . .. 

I 0I2<J1200 I 17 Ex parle motion by Fred W. Mauney Jr 10 extend time to answe r or olherwise plcad 10 

defendants' mo lion to quash from 0913 0/01 to 11 13 0/01 (asp) [Entry Date I0/30/Z0011 

10/3 1/ 200 I IS Order granting [17-1 J ex parte motion to extend time for pIa to answer or o therwise 
plead to defendants' motion to quash from 0913 010 1 to II IJOIOI s igned by Judge 
Samuel Alba, 1013 1/01 ee:atty (alt) [Entry Date II /ol n OO I) 

J I / UI/.-:.uut ,'1 JVlt:lnuranUUln uy U':'r'''), u,:, ru:suna.sUi:::r uen, t'U~lal InspeClUr. LUC ai t)r lV1U1fl un In 

opposition to (17-1 J ex parte motion to extend time to answer or otherwi se plead to 
defendants' motion to quash from 09/30/01 to 11 /30/0 1 (ee) [Entry Date 11 /02/2001 J 

12/06/200 I 2Q Request for Ruling by defendant USPS, defendant US Postmaster Gen, defe ndant 
Postal Inspector, defendant Local Sr Main Off RE: [14-1] motion to dismiss for lack o f 
personal jurisdiction (b lk) [Entry Date 12/06/2001] 

0 111112002 2 1 Order granting [14-1] motion to dismiss for lack of personal jurisdiction; case is 
dismissed w/prej, each ply to bear own costs. Signed by Judge Dale A. Kimball, 
1110/02 cc :atty (alt) [Entry Date 01 / 11 /2002 J 

- .,I 
01 11 1/2002 CASE NO LONGER REFERRED TO Judge Samuel Alba (alt) [Entry Date 

01l 1112002J 

0 1/ 1112002 Case closed per order no. 2 1 (a lt) [Entry Date 01l11 /2002J 
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~ ONCOj~DIA 

L~\~OE~ElVIP iRE 

;' RldFFFoR AN'ERiCA 
Mauney rides f6create dworeness of national concerns, andissues 

, ' ~ ': ' ,: - ". ' - '" -. -- -, : \ ;,.' -. ": ' ". . -

F red w. : j\1auney . . JThe 
Phoeni.~, ~- '-made his first soi~ 
htcyde rlde: from ' Salt~Lake:Cltyr: 
to washingtoil , D.C~· in "th e . 
summer .of 2QOO. L~a\ting Salt 
Lake City .July 11 this year. 
Mauney has been retracfng '"hls 
route .to stimul ate discussJon of 
Ame rica n Issues that \\;ere 
Jgnored during the Pre~ lde~ tiaJ 
campaign. . , 

, ". Mauney met with tholisal1ds 
of Americans a ll across ' the 
cOlin t ry las t year and found 
m os t frust ra t'ed with t.he ' way 
poHtl'c ru l eadership Ign9res 
their local needs 3S \'..ell as thefr 
o p inions on national cbn¢~rns. 

Th~ flrst leg of th is year's 
Ride from Salt Lake to Oehver 
fo clLsed on fo rmL'LlatLr1g .~ . 30-
day, 1,000 mile RIde iI1 2002 fot 
the Yo uth o f /\.m.er~~a " to 
Wcrease t he ir awareness a nd 
·llnder·standing· o f these: Iss ue., 
and pruYide the m opportuhitles 
for ne l\vorking ' "together !n diS ­
cuss io ns . It. is J\'tauney's h ope 
that ··manY·. you ng peo.ple ,~· UI 
arrange to obtain s ummer 
s choo l" credit through tbis 
"roUlng ed~lcat1ona.l forum ~ r-lS 
t h ey de ... :' l \v it h ' !'i ~ue:> a lld 
selected s ubjects ,or Interest io 
[hem. Spec tal guest spea kers 
will Jo in tlie Ride a long the \vay 
for l!!c tures, and discll ss.lo n 
groups. 

t\ weekl (;mg :i~t of spett~ 

Incrgasing awareness 
Fred 'N. Ma.uney, ·'The Phoenix,'· is on a bike ride from Salt Lake City to vVashington , DC .. encoure.ging 
Ameficans to honor the sacrifices made fo r p rinciples and freedoms and to work 10" resQ"l s cur .:oun try"5 
prob!ems. He w~s in Concordia th is week. (Blade photo by Jay Lowell) 

aCtlvl t.les . In th ~ 

Snowmass! Aspe.n an' a (s 
planned [ncludlng hiking, blk, 
fog, ran ing and other e ~·ents (; f 
Jnter t!st to yo u til such as 
m usic . :ut. competition s and 
nU !ll i,! r Otls ·bc il ltate d dlsc lI s · 
s.ion SCS.:s iUHS. ;'\J -so in the plan­
nin g: st.'lges Is a two-th ree daJ' 
mu~!c festival fe<1LUrlng hc;}d ­
lin .! r g ro ups fr om all n.cross 
An.1.~ r lc::a . Loc .:d spons ors 
throlJ~ho~:t the l\.r~a have:: bC f" 1l 
suppOrtl\'': o r t h ·" r.'.mccpt. an~ 
pb.tlnlng: is. in prr~ ~rc ss t o\'; ~Hd 
,1n '~ 3..r ty AL1gus t t lmeframe . -: 

: .. " . :.Ih_~ :~{.C?~,l.t \e IS ·hf th~ YUd·J 
: \',.-h ICh" ~"!:i\ldei" lS"rjl i· ;lil".~·· j .s .'~;) 

r>.ess of ho th local ~nd natlonal the i'rt!ed m'·ls \'v. t' :::l1juy \.Vhen 
Issues. you pay ta'{cs on the wor k" you 

local cummunlty iS Slll~5 r.:Ilt'I: l 
the best of ·what :\m N lcan s 
should slrlve to be . H~ p.:pre· 
sents the t)ip!: of p -: rs on e ':'~r:'" 
on e, s hould ,tr:: to :"! mtlJa'.'~ . ·· 
;"v[<'ILlIter .<\nid. 

Of partIcular Im por tance are 
t h e: IssUt"~s surr ound ing thl" 
Amt:: rican Flag . This :rt'a r. 
Maunev Is 11\-· 1111£ a l:.u(ip U S 
(b.g o n 'h ls b!\(e <~s be rid:;; . ~r~ 
said respon5e by passersby ha s 
be-en nothi ng shurt of p h en um· 
en al. Hor n~ b lowing. pr··:) pl~ 
\1:G.'.-lng , 5 ,1.l \I t!n g . c bcr~rl!·\ .g, 

shout:ng and ':k'lIly '~xp n'<; 5 [ n~ 
:hdr S\ :P}J,xt fo r t~le ~ ffo rt. tho:: 
l mportrln(":' :)f th ~ r ldl:' :md U-:c 
,h~ ,'d to ·· Llk t' Ollr ( ;)! ll;!ry 

do. yOtl .)re 31so .5;;lc r lfi c lng ior 
those :-> <)IlIO:: princ!pks and free­
d011l5. Wi la t ar e we d tJ !ng t ,) 
hOllor these sacrl fkl.!$ ? \Vhat 
).r~ ..... <! dC ing :0 ~· · s ()!ve Ollf .Mauney . ;;I pa ral'!g~l irr.·Cjt i-
l'ou n(ry·~ prubkms, ;(' :ncmoa- gator or 
Lng 0,h('r5 ', ... 11 0 w.-r!' · .... HHng to N C .. r 
fl gilt .1.lHl (II.:' fur Ju s t what th ~y u nio n \ 
hdi~':':!c! !n .':\ 0 \ ... ~ ::0'.1 1\1 ~::J.',.t-' th :~ ~ O ne iss 
:1lJund.l ll \' :: fJ[ it f, ~~ CGu ntn'1 . ~h e-reg 

'\1;l !iil ·~Y ~.1 id , ill;'; :~.:u · s EkJ..- ~ .ll.:mp f 
f,:;r :\, : : ,~n ' .1 ~ IJO ; is be; i15 ,k-rl!· I;an~ a 
'.·atcci In p,ut to ih~ \l1r.: mc ry of \;;ash lr: 
;-.>V;CAr;: c!r!\ ·'~ r i :· i\ l r E;1[!1· en.r!n [ 
j 'e1 .. ,J i: · · ~·:h,:· r (' 1. :ll!f,\;j'·rj( ·'"· Hls-~-fl'l':\ :;"""' <i 

_._._- . ... - ,- _._- ----
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br~atriot-NtWS 
it i f. L r~:i) .s.ad r.l1;L'> :.d i!.oi n iiC Yle,'lt t rlis large to awaken 'ow; COi..HTt .-:. :! i~) ') co 

itat life.:s p ~e cicuH imd that -,.y~ na'f-e to live i:verj Otome;, j. 

ON THE tOOth DAY 

,, ; -.-,' -" 

.' ~ l 'J .1~ 1 

~) n(lnKs\'li le are a d d J Lb f ll lg 

U Cc\VJ. Ci. Lt.: J r~J l e ili l'llS [ ( ) l \ 
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