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IN THE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF MARYLAND

ALICE ATIEMO *

Plaintiff *

% * Civil Action No. PX-16-3763
TODD PROCTOR and *

KAREN WILSON PROCTOR
Defendants
ok
MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER

The above-captioned case was filed a@vémber 21, 2016, together with a Motion to
Proceed in Forma Pauperis. ECF No. 2. BecRieatiff appears tbe indigent, the motion
shall be granted. For the reasonsestdtterein, the complaint is dismissed.

Plaintiff is suing her ex-husband and his entrspouse for alleged violations of various
federal criminal statutes relakéo fraud, perjury, obstruction @fstice, and document fraud.
ECF No. 1 at 2-3. The conduct upon which mRifialleges wrongdoing tate to documents
signed and statements made in the contextbild custody case as well as a criminal case
initiated against Plaintiff by her ex-husband, Todd Prodtrat 3—7. Plaintiff claims the
criminal charges were initiated against her ftugnce the outcome ofehchild custody case and
that false statements regarding couple’s finam@re made to convince the state court to order a
higher child support payment than is warrantk].

To the extent Plaintiff is attempting to raise a constitutional claim under 42 U.S.C. 81983
(see ECF 1 at 8), her claims under the Civil Rightg fail for want of state action. Neither of

the defendants are state or federal actdm. Mfrs. Mut. Ins. Co. v. Qullivan, 526 U.S. 40, 50

(1999) (“8 1983 excludes from its reach merelygte conduct, no matter how discriminatory or
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wrongful.”) (citations and internal quotation rka omitted). Because none of the pleaded facts
demonstrate that defendants acted on behitfeoState, Plaintiff cannsustain a § 1983 claim.
Plaintiff's complaint also appears to relg federal statutes thate either wholly
inapposite to the facts as pleadedlomot provide a private cause of actiSee ECF No. 1 at 2—
3. For example, the complaint cites 8 U.S.C. 84t3 which relates to immigration and the status
of aliens; 17 C.F.R. 8 11.6, which imposes pi@smon persons making false statements during
the course of a Commodity femes Trading Commission invegation; and 46 U.S.C. § 14702,
which imposes penalties on pens knowingly making a false statement in the measurement of
shipping vessels. None bear any relatiopsbithe facts averred in the complaint.

Additionally, Plaintiff cites ten criminal statutes from Title 18 of the United States Code
which provide no private cause of acti®e 18 U.S.C. 88 641 (embezzlement of public money,
property or records), 8 1001 (false statements bynotteén the jurisdiction of any department or
agency of the United States), § 1034 (allowtmg Attorney General to bring a civil action
against any person who engages is condutstduting an offense under 81033), 1035 (false
statements relating to health care matt&<4)341 (mail fraud), 8 1343 (wire fraud), 8 1510
(obstruction of criminal investigations), § 16@ferjury), 8 1622 (subordation of perjury), 8
1623 (false declarations before am jury or court). Where, as here, criminal statutes “bear no
indication that civil enfccement of any kind was availableanyone,” a civil complaint alleging
violations of such statutes canta sustained as a matter of laert v. Ash, 422 U.S. 66, 80
(1975).

Accordingly, it is this 1st day of Decemb@f16, by the United States District Court for the

District of Maryland, hereby ORDERED that:



1. Plaintiff's Motion to Proceed in Forma Pauige(ECF No. 2), BE, and the same hereby

IS, GRANTED;

2. The Complaint filed by Plaintiff ALICE ATIEMQECF No. 1), BE, and the same hereby

IS, DISMISSED;

3. The Clerk is directed to transmit copies this Memorandum Opinion and Order to

Plaintiff and CLOSE this case.

IS
Raula Xinis
UnitedStatedistrict Judge




