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UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF LOUISIANA

PETER ANTHONY GRANDPRE, JR. CIVIL ACTION

VERSUS NO. 16-1541

NEWELL NORMAND, ET AL. CHIEF UNITED STATES
MAGISTRATE JUDGE
KAREN WELLSROBY

ORDER AND REASONS

Pro se plaintiff,Peter Anthony Grandpre, Jfiled aMotion to Clarify/Objection (Rec.
Doc. No. 75) in which he complains abotlte Court’s prior dismissal of his claims against Henry
Sill for failure to prosecutender Fed. R. Civ. P. 41(land for hisfailureto serveSill within the
time allowed under Fed. R. Civ. P. 4(m). Under a broad reading, he seeks an explanation for the
Court’s decision to do so despite Sill’s role in his claims.

As noted in the prioOrder dismissing Sill, Grandpre failed to respond to the Court’s
Show Cause Ordérissued December 26, 2017. Grandpre rasgers in his Motion to
Clarify/Objectionthat he submitted a resportsethat Order. Dgpite this,no such response was
received by the Coudnd Grandpre has not demonstrated that he actually mailed the proposed
pleading to this Court.

Nevertheless, as considered by the Court previously, Hilimidsal with prejudicevas
done &er this Court, with no assistance from the plaintiff, attempted multiples to serve
former deputy Henry Sill at addresses obtained from the Jefferson Parisif’sSiadfice

personnel files. Two months after the dismissal, Grandpre requested that thesteuwstimmons
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to Henry Sill at an address he providedde did na, however,showgood cause for the Court
reopen the matter nor did he explain or demonstrate whether the Henry ®¢ aara defendant
was associated with that addréss.

Grandpre still fails talemonstrate good cause for this Court to disrupt the tinatfiits
decision to dismiss the claims against Deputy Henry Sill. Ewbe Courtnowwere toconsider
Grardpre’s proposed resportst® the Show Cause Ordére still fails to provide cause for his
failure to serve Silin thetwo yearghe casewas nding His proposed responsenply reiterats
the basis for hisinderlying excessive force claims and consdtiat he had no other addresses to
provide the Court at that timexcept those already appearing in the re€oithus, even had the
pleading been timely submitted to the Court and considered, the reasons for thedmit'sal
with prejudice under Fed. R. Civ. P. 4(m) and 41(b) still stand. Grandpre has not provided any
reason for this Court to reconsider its prior order of dismissatordingly,

IT IS ORDERED that theGrandpre’sM otion to Clarify/Objection (Rec. Doc. No. 75)
is DENIED.

New Orleans, Louisiana, thi2lst day of June, 2018.
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~~—KARENWELLSRO
CHIEF UNITED STATESMAGI E JUDGE
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