
Office of Public Affairs
Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts
Washington, D.C. 20544

Please Convey to the U.S. Judicial Conference: Committee on Financial Disclosure

March 6, 2006

Dear Committee on Financial Disclosure:

I write out of a concern for the apparent failure of Judge Reggie Walton and the Committee on Financial Disclosure 
to abide by the Ethics in Government Act by redacting virtually all information in Judge Walton’s financial
disclosure statement for 2003.  The only information not redacted in the statement is Judge Walton’s name, the date
of the disclosure, and the address of the U.S. District Courthouse in Washington, D.C. 

Judge Walton has presided over, and is presently presiding over, cases where secrecy privileges play an important
role.  His failure to disclose financial information in accordance with the Ethics in Government Act may indicate a
bias to secrecy that places his neutrality and objectivity in question.  Further, his failure to disclose under the Act
makes it impossible for litigants to determine if Judge Walton has a financial conflict of interest in a case or cases
that would require his recusal.  Finally, and most notable, it is difficult to have faith in a judge who appears to be a
scofflaw.  A judge’s failure to abide by the law undermines the very core of judicial responsibility to avoid even the
appearance of impropriety.

Under 5 USC Appx. §(b)(2)(B), a disclosure may be redacted only to “the extent necessary to protect the individual
who filed the report; and [only] for as long as the danger to such individual exists.”  Section (D) directs that, “The
Judicial Conference, in consultation with the Department of Justice, shall issue regulations setting forth the
circumstances under which redaction is appropriate under this paragraph and the procedures for redaction.”  A recent
GAO report claims that the Committee on Financial Disclosure’s “guiding principle is to approve redactions of
information (1) that would reveal the unsecured locations of judges and their families or (2) where there is a clear
nexus between the redactions requested and specific security threats.”  It seems unlikely that all information in Judge
Walton’s financial disclosure form would meet either or both of these requirements.

In light of the foregoing, please determine if Judge Walton’s redacted disclosure complies with the regulations set
forth by the Judicial Conference and meets the requirements of the Ethics in Government Act.  It seems unlikely that
the revelation of what stocks or financial positions Judge Walton holds will present a danger to his safety.

If you find that Judge Walton’s disclosure is not in compliance with the Act, I request that the Committee release to
the public an unredacted financial statement for 2003.  In the event, I pray that you will inform me as to your actions.

Sincerely,

William G. Weaver
Senior Adviser

National Security Whistleblowers Coalition
708 Tayopa Court
El Paso, TX 79932

(1) Attachment: Walton 2003 Financial Disclosure Statement
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