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INTHE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
EASTERN DIVISION

SHAWN M. MACON,
Plaintiff,

V. Case N0o16C 9254

COOK COUNTY, et al., )

Defendans.

N N

MEMORANDUM ORDER

This Court's good friend and colleague Honorable John Darrah has found it necessary in
recent months to pare down his calendar caseload, culminating in his decision toitake se
status at the end of last month. Like its colleagues, this Court has receivaadamr
assignment a number of Judge Darrah's cases, including this one.

As it turned out, although such random reassignmasttake placdor example, when
we are joined by a new colleague) generalectvarying levels ofctivity, this case did not:
Judge Darrah had given pro se plaintiff Shawn Macon ("Macon™) more than one deadline to
bring this lawsuit into a posture in which it could move forward Nbaton has simply neglected
to do so. Back on October 21, 2016 Ju@grrah had sent a judicial shot across Macon's
litigation bow with no success Macon ignored the warning of an imminent dismissheidiid
not comply with Judge Darrah's order of that date. Thelge Darrah's most @ deadline
was set in alorder issuedanuary 11, 2017, which imposadanuary 20, 2017 deadline pain
of dismissal if it went unheeded, apet Macon has gonwell over a month beyond that

drop-dead date without takirmny actiorwhatever

Dockets.Justia.com


https://dockets.justia.com/docket/illinois/ilndce/1:2016cv09254/331826/
https://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/illinois/ilndce/1:2016cv09254/331826/15/
https://dockets.justia.com/

Accordingly this Court will implemeniudge Darrah's last warning, and both Macon's
Complaint and this action are dismissed with prejudice. And because this Court reesesl
through an Executive Committee ordleat three other Macon cases on Judge Darrah's calendar
were later reassigul to this Court- Case Nos. 15 C 5236, 15 C 5238 and 15 C 8868is
Courthasrequested Judge Darrah's files on thibsee cases from his staff people.

That request brought scant returns (really an understatenggng) modest group of
documents in Case No. 15 C 5236, culminating with an unacted-upon January 25, 2017 motion
to vacate a veryecently-entered default judgmen(@) no papers at all in Case No. 15 C 5238;
and(3) justa single document (Macon's original Complaint) in Case No. 15 C 8869. This Court
is simply not in a position to take on those three cases in what appear to be vagga@tta
desuetude, antlis alsoworth notingthat if Judge Darrah had acted as he had forecast by an
earlier dismissal o€ase N016 C 9254 (as this Court has just done), this Court would not have
inherited those otheéhreeMacon cases to begin with.

Hencethis Court is contemporaneously exercising its senior jaggerogativeunder 28
U.S.C. § 294(b) to decline the reassignment of the otherMmeen caseto its calendar. Itis

executing separate orddo that effect.

Milton 1. Shadur
Senior United States District Judge

Date: Marchb, 2017

! Those cases presumably came to Judge Darrah originally because pro se prisoner
plaintiff Macon had become higpen pal under the principlarticulated by this District Court's
LR 40.3(b)(1)(B).
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