
IN THE T'NITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

SOIITHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA
AUGUSTA DIVISION

SAKETHIA JONES.

o l r i n r - i f f

v .

THE GEORGIA DEPARTMENT
TRANSPORTAT]ON, EI  A1 . ,

cv  113  -  025

De fendant s .

O R D E R

P r e s e n t f y  b e f o r e  t h e  C o u r t  i s  D e f e n d a n t s '  M o t i o n  t o  D i s m i s s

D t : r r 1 - i  r . , c  ^ ^ m n t : r r _  / r 1 ^ ^  . ?  \  r r n d e r  L O C a I  R U l e  4 1 , 1 ,  t h e-  L v l t y ! q r r r L .

c o r l r f  m a v .  a f f e r  n o f i c e  d i s m i s s  a n v  a c t i o n  w i t h  o r  w i t h o u trrrs ), ,

prejudice for want of  prosecut ion i f  a party (1) fa i l -s to compfy

with an order compel l ing discovery;  Q\ wi l l fu l ly disobeys or

negl-ect 's any order of  the court ;  or (3) fa i ls to prosecute the

acLion with reasonable promptness. Moreover, Federal- Rul-e of

C iv i l  P rocedure  4 I  s ta tes  tha t  *  t i l  f  t he  p la in t i f f  f a i l s  t o

prosecute or to comply with these rules or a court  order,  a

defendant may move to dismiss the act ion or any claim against

O F

i t . " E l E n  P  a r \ /  p  2 1  / h )  I T n / \ y r  r  r o r r i a u r  . ' \ f  l - h o  r a r r " ' r r l  l - h cv y v r r  4

Court  notes that Plaint i f f  has fai led to compl-v with an order of

t - h i  c  a ^ r r r t -  f  . \  r a n l - -  - ' \ f  i . \ n q  ^ n d  r l i -  h a 1 ^ \ ^ 7 i  _ ^
uv tvy+y L(J rJE r  srr( rd.r r .  u r

Drosecute this act i -on,
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On June  5 ,  20 I4 ,  t he  Cou l : t  g ran ted  P la in t i f f ' s  f o rmer

counsel-  ]eave to withdraw. (Doc. 26.)  The Court  directed

p le i n f i f f  f o  no f . i f v  t he  Cou r t ,  i n  w r i t i ng ,  w i t h i n  twen ty  ( 20 )

days whether she intended to pursue the matter and, i f  So,

whether she would be proceeding pro se or with new counsel '

( Id.  )  In that Order,  the CourE instructed Plaint i f f  that

fa i l u re  to  do  so  cou fd  resu lL  i n  d i sm issa f  o f  he r  case .  ( I d . )

This twenty (20) day per iod expired, and Pl-aint i f f  nei ther

retained new counsel-  nor f  i l -ed a mot ion to proceed pro se- On

q A ^ i a m h a r  1 q  ) n 1  l  n r f e n d a n f s  f i l e d  l - h e  r r r F < F n f  m . ) f i O n  t O! E y L e L L ' ! L !

dismiss under Rule 4l-  (b) ,  in whi-ch they al-so claim that

P fa in t i f f  has  made  no  response  to  any  o f  De fendan ts '  d l scove ry

reques ts .  (Doc .  27 . \  P fa in t i f f  v /as  d i rec ted  to  respond  by

oc tobe r  6 ,  2o I4 ,  wh j - ch  she  has  ye t  t o  do .  Thus ,  t h i r t y - seven

(37) days have passed without response.

annnrA. innlrr  t -his acuion is DISMISSED WITHOUT PRE,JITDICE for4 e r v ! u r r a Y f J ,  u r

Pla in t i f f ' s  f a i l u re  to  p rosecu te .  The  C ]e rk  i s  d i rec ted  to

terminate al l  mot ions and cLOsE the case.

ORDER ENTERED at Augusta, Georgia, this /34 U^" of

N o v e m b e r ,  2 0 1 4 ,

STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
DISTRICT OF GEORGIA


