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UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF LOUISIANA

ROBERT CHARLESCHENEAU ET AL. CIVIL ACTION
VERSUS No. 15-164
UNITED STATESARMY CORPS OF SECTION |

ENGINEERSET AL.

ORDER AND REASONS

Before the Court is anotion' filed by the governmento dismissthe abovecaptioned
matterpursuant to Rules 12(b)(1) ad@(b)6) of the FederaRules of Civil Procedure, which
plaintiffs oppos€ Plaintiffs also filed a motion for leave to file an amended complailuing
with the proposed amended complainfThe government then filed a motion to dismiss
plaintiffs’ proposed amended complatht.

The pleadings, motions, allegations, and issues in the atmpsoned matter are
substantial} identical to those presentemh Haynes v. U.S Army Corp of Engineers, Civil
Action No. 15-167(filed January 23, 2015Accordingly, for the reasonstatedin this Court’s
August4, 2015 opinion irHaynes,

IT IS ORDERED that the goverment’'s motion to dismisshe original complainis
GRANTED for lack of subject matter jurisdiction.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that plaintiffs’ motion for leave to file an amended

complaint isDENIED.
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the government'smotion to dismiss plaintiffs’

proposecamended complaint BISMISSED ASMOOT.
New OrleansLouisiana, August#, 2015.

(Soredfron__

N\—’/ LANCE M_AFRICK
UNITED STATESDISTRICT JUDGE
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