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ORDER AND OPINION 

T h i s m a t t e r  i s b e f o r e th e Cour t  o n wha t  t h e C l e r k ha s s t y l e d a s 

P l a i n t i f f ' s p r o s e mot io n f o r  a n i n j u n c t i o n [Doc .  13 ]  an d mot io n f o r 

appointmen t  o f  counse l  [Doc .  1 4 ] .  On Februar y 22 ,  2018 ,  M a g i s t r a t e 

Judg e J u s t i n S .  Anan d recommende d t h a t  t h e Cour t  d i smis s P l a i n t i f f ' s 

comp la i n t  [Doc .  1 ]  pursuan t  t o 2 8 U.S.C .  §  1915 A becaus e P l a i n t i f f 

ha d f a i l e d t o s t a t e a  cogn izab l e c l a i m unde r  4 2 U.S.C .  §  1983 .  (Doc . 

4)  .  T h i s Cour t  adopte d Judg e Anand' s recommendatio n ove r  wha t  i t 

c o n s t r u e d a s  P l a i n t i f f ' s o b j e c t i o n s [Docs .  7 ,  8 ,  9 ] ,  an d e n t e r e d 

judgmen t  d i s m i s s i n g t h e cas e o n A p r i l  4 ,  2018 .  (Doc .  10 )  .  Th i s cas e 

i s no w c l o s e d . 

P l a i n t i f f ' s mot io n f o r  a n i n j u n c t i o n appear s t o b e a n a t temp t  b y 

P l a i n t i f f  t o as k  t h i s Cour t  f o r  r e c o n s i d e r a t i o n o f  i t s judgment .  " A 

mot io n f o r  r e c o n s i d e r a t i o n canno t  b e use d ' t o r e l i t i g a t e o l d m a t t e r s , 

r a i s e argument ,  o r  p resen t  evidenc e t h a t  c o u l d hav e bee n r a i s e d p r i o r 

t o t h e e n t r y o f  judgment.' "  Richardso n v .  Johnson ,  59 8 F.3 d 734 ,  74 0 

(11 t h C i r .  2010 )  ( q u o t i n g Michae l  L i n e t ,  I n c .  v .  V i l l a g e o f  

W e l l i n g t o n ,  40 8 F.3 d 757 ,  76 3 (11t h C i r .  2005 ) ) .  Here ,  P l a i n t i f f 

mere l y a t tempt s t o l i t i g a t e o l d m a t t e r s b y  r e i t e r a t i n g t h a t  h e ha s 

bee n i n j u r e d b y  o t h e r  inmate s an d t h a t  h i s p r o p e r t y wa s take n f ro m 

Evans  v. Holt et al Doc. 15

Dockets.Justia.com

https://dockets.justia.com/docket/georgia/gandce/1:2017cv05508/245859/
https://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/georgia/gandce/1:2017cv05508/245859/15/
https://dockets.justia.com/


him .  (Doc .  13) .  P l a i n t i f f  a l s o no w a t tempt s t o r a i s e a l l e g a t i o n s i n 

whic h h e c la im s t h a t  th e pharmac y i s  " a l t e r i n g "  and/o r  " c rush ing "  h i s 

p r e s c r i p t i o n med ica t ion s s o t h a t  h e canno t  se e wha t  a c t u a l  m e d i c a t i o n 

he i s  t a k i n g - - a l l e g a t i o n s t h a t  h e neve r  r a i s e d p r i o r  t o th e e n t r y o f 

judgmen t  d e s p i t e th e f a c t  t h a t  h e c o u l d hav e don e so .  (Doc .  1 3 a t 

1 ) .  A c c o r d i n g l y ,  th e Cour t  w i l l  no t  reced e f ro m i t s p r e v i o u s r u l i n g , 

and DENIE S wha t  th e Cour t  ha s cons t rue d a s  P l a i n t i f f ' s mot io n f o r 

r e c o n s i d e r a t i o n [Doc .  1 3 ] . 

I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t h a t  P l a i n t i f f ' s mot io n f o r  appointmen t  o f 

counse l  [Doc .  14 ]  i s DENIE D A S MOOT. 

I T I S SO ORDERED t h i s da y o f  May ,  2018 . 

ORTNDA D. EVANS 

U N I T E D S T A T E S D I S T R I C T JUDGE 
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