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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
WESTERN DISTRICT OF ARKANSAS
TEXARKANA DIVISION

BILLY JOE BLEDSOE PLAINTIFF

V. CaseNo. 416-cv-4058

JOHN DOE DOCTOR, et al. DEFENDANTS
ORDER

Plaintiff Billy Joe Bledsoesubmitted thispro se action for filling on June 30, 2016
Currenty before the Court is Plaintiff's failure to prosecute this case, Plaintiilsiré to
respond tahe Courts two orders drecting Plaintiff tosubmita completecomplaintform andin
forma pauperis (“IFP”) application(ECF Ngc. 3, 9) and Plaintiff's failure to respond tthe
Court’sOrder to Show Cause. (ECF No. 5).

OnJune 302016,the Honorabldarry A. Bryant United States Magistrate Judge for the
Western District of Arkansaglirected Plaintiff to complete and returncamplaintform and
application to proceed IFRECF No. 3. Plaintiff was advisedhatif he failed totimely return
the completed@omplaint and IFP formsiiscasemaybe dismissedor failure to obey an ordef
the Court. Plaintiff did not respond. Judge Bryanthen entered an Order to Show Cause
directing Plaintiff to show byeptembed2, 2016 why he failed to respond to the Courtlsine
30, 2016 Order. (ECF No. 5Again, Plaintiff did not respond.

On September 192016 Plaintiff filed a Motion to Appoint Counsel(ECF No.6). On
September 272016,Judge BryantieniedPlaintiff's Motion to Appoint Counsel (ECF No.7).
On September 28, 201®laintiff filed a Motion to Compel.(ECF No. §. On September 29,

2016,Judge Bryant derd Plaintiff's Motion to Compel (ECF No. 9. Because Plaintiff made
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contact with the Courdn two occasionby filing motions,Judge Bryantssued a secon@rder
directing Plaintiff to filea completed complaint and IFP applicatiggCF No.9). Plaintiff was
advised hatfailure toreturn the completed complaint and IFP application by October 14, 2016
may result in hicasebeingdismissed for failure tprosecute and for failure to obey an order of
the Court. On October 19, 2016, Plaintiff filed a Motion to Dismiss (ECF No- Fintiff has
not responded to the Courtlsree orders.

Although pro se pleadings are to be construed liberallypra se litigant is not excused
from complying with substantive and procedural laBurgs v. Sissel, 745 F.2d 526, 528 (8th
Cir. 1984). Local Rule 5.5(c)(2) states in pertinent part:

It is the duty of any party not represented by counsel to promptly notifylénke C

and the other parties to the proceedings of any change in his or her address, to
monitor the progress of the case, and to prosecute or defend the action diligently.
... If any communication from the Court tgoeo se plaintiff is not responded to
within thirty (30) days, the case may be dismissed without prejudiog party
proceedingpro se shall be expected to be familiar with and follow the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure.

Local Rule 5.5(c)(2).

Additionally, the Federal Rules of Civil Procedwspecifically contemplate dismissal of a
case on the groundbat the plaintiff failed to prosecute or failed to comply with orders of the
court. See Fed. R. Civ. P. 41(bjgee also Link v. Wabash R.R. Co., 370 U.S. 626, 6331 (1962)
(statingthe district court possesses the power to dissugsponte under Rule 41(b)). Pursuant
to Rule 41(b), a district court has the power to dismisacéion based on “the plaintiff’failure
to comply with any court ordef. Brown v. Frey, 806 F.2d 801, 804 (8th Cir. 1986)

(emphasis added).

! The Courtrulesthat Plaintiff's Motion to Dismiss (ECF No. 18)DENIED ASMOOT by this Order.
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Plaintiff has failed to prosecute this case and has failed to complythvdgk of the
Court’s Ordes (ECF Na. 3, 5, 9) Accordingly, pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 41(ahd Local
Rule 5.5(c)(2)the Court findghatthis caseshould be and hereby BISMISSED WITHOUT
PREJUDICE.

IT ISSO ORDERED, this 25th day ofOctober 2016.

/s/ Susan O. Hickey

Susan O. Hickey
United States District Judge




