
 

 

I N THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT 
FOR THE DI STRI CT OF KANSAS 

 
ANTHONY RAY JENKI NS, 
 
    Plaint iff 
 
 vs.       Case No. 15-4860-SAC 
 
 
SEWARD COUNTY TREASURER, 
BI LL MCBRI DE sheriff,  GREG  
SWANSON, ODESSA LEWI S,  
MARTI N LEWI S, SERRY LEWI S, 
and STATE OF KANSAS, 
 
    Defendants. 
 
 

MEMORANDUM AND ORDER 
 

  The court  filed an order on May 18, 2015, (Dk. 12) , dism issing 

this act ion without  prejudice because the plaint iff had not  responded to the 

Magist rate Judge's Order of April 7, 2015, (Dk. 8) , requir ing him  to show 

cause why claim s against  each individual defendant  should not  be dism issed 

for failure to state a claim  and against  the State of Kansas should not  be 

dism issed on Eleventh Am endm ent  grounds. (Dk. 8) . The plaint iff was given 

to April 24, 2015, to show cause in writ ing, and he was adm onished that  his 

failure to do so would result  in the dism issal of his com plaint  without  further 

not ice. I d.  at  5. Receiving nothing from  the plaint iff,  the court  dism issed the 

case for failure to respond and for the com plaint ’s failure to allege the 

required factual details on the dates, actors, and wrongful conduct  to 
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support  the elem ents of an act ionable claim  for relief. Judgm ent  was entered 

on May 18, 2015. (Dk. 13) .  

  On May 29, 2015, the plaint iff filed the pending “Mot ion for the 

Honorable Judge and the Court  to Order Seward County to Get  off our Land 

4th and Oklahom a, where Wayne Lundry was,”  (Dk. 14) , and the pending  

“Mot ion for a Rehearing,”  (Dk. 17) . On that  sam e day, the plaint iff filed a 

not ice of appeal. (Dk. 15) . The dist r ict  court  retains jur isdict ion to decide the 

plaint iff’s pendings m ot ions as having been filed before the not ice of appeal. 

  The plaint iff’s m ot ion for rehearing cites Kansas statutes and 

state cases that  support  no legal proposit ions m eaningfully relevant  to what  

the plaint iff has alleged to date. They do not  establish any basis for federal 

jur isdict ion. They do not  refer to any legal theories or claim s on which relief 

could be granted from  what  has been alleged. Presumably intended to be a 

m ot ion to alter and am end pursuant  to Fed. R. Civ. P. 59(e) , the plaint iff’s 

m ot ion does not  provide any of the recognized grounds for grant ing such 

relief:   (1)  intervening change in the cont rolling law;  (2)  new evidence 

previously unavailable;  or (3)  the need to correct  clear error or prevent  

m anifest  injust ice. See Servants of Paraclete v. Does,  204 F.3d 1005, 1012 

(10th Cir. 2000) . The m ot ion is denied. 

  I t  is not  clear what  the plaint iff is seeking in his other m ot ion for 

relief. He again requests a court  order requir ing the “Seward County Tax 

Office”  to return land that  he claim s to own in Liberal, Kansas. He also adds 
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allegat ions regarding other Afr ican-Am ericans who have had their  land sold 

by the county. I f the plaint iff’s filing is intended to be his response to the 

show cause order, the court  rejects it  as unt im ely and as st ill lacking the 

required factual details of dates, actors, and wrongful conduct  to support  an 

act ionable claim  for relief. Pleading a viable claim  for federal relief requires 

m ore than alleging that  the plaint iff has owned certain described property in 

the past , that  the county now owns it ,  and that  the plaint iff wants the 

property returned to him  based on som e unspecified wrongful conduct  by 

the county. Finding nothing argued in either of the plaint iff’s m ot ions that  

procedurally supports relief here and now, the court  denies the m ot ions.   

  I T I S SO ORDERED that  the plaint iff’s m ot ion for a court  order 

(Dk. 14)  and the m ot ion for a rehearing (Dk. 17)  are denied.  

  Dated this 1st day of June, 2015, Topeka, Kansas. 

 

                                  s/ Sam  A. Crow      
    Sam  A. Crow, U.S. Dist r ict  Senior Judge  


