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UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT

MIDDLE DISTRICT OF LOUISIANA

MARLOWE E. PARKER, JR. (#429838) CIVIL ACTION

VERSUS

WARDEN JODY McJIMPSEY, ET AL. NO. 17-0032-BAJ-EWD
RULING

On March 31, 2017, the Cowttered an Order (R. Doc. 3) granting plaitdif¥lotion to
Proceedn Forma Pauperisin this case and directing plaintiti pay to the Clerk of Court, within
twenty-one (21) days, anitial partial filing fee in the amount of $ 0.07or this action shall be
dismissed. The Cours Order specifically advised plaintitiat it was his responsibility to pay
the initial partial filing feeand that the prison woulOT forward payment of the initial partial
filing fee without plaintiffs written authorization. Id. Upon plaintiffs failure to comply with
the Courts directive, the Court entered a secondedron June 6, 2017 (R. Doc. 4), directing
Plaintiff to appear and show csj in writing, within twenty-on€21) days, why his Complaint
should not be dismissed for failure toyghe initial partial fee. The CoutstOrder further directed
Plaintiff to attach to his response copies &fihimate account transaction statements showing all
activity in his inmate accounts “fahe months of April, 2016 [si¢hrough the date of Plaintiff's
response, including deposits into, withdrawals from and balances in these accoudts.”
Finally, the Cours Order advised Plaintiff that a failure to comply with the Ofdkall’ result in

the dismissal of Plaintif§ action without further notice.ld.

Dockets.Justia.com


https://dockets.justia.com/docket/louisiana/lamdce/3:2017cv00032/50660/
https://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/louisiana/lamdce/3:2017cv00032/50660/5/
https://dockets.justia.com/

Despite notice and an opportunityappear, Plaintiff has faitl to comply with the Cousgt
Orders and has failed to provide any explemafor his failure to either pay the Cogrinitial
partial filing fee or provide the documentatioguested by the Court reflecting the activity in his
inmate accounts during the months follagriApril, 2017. Accordingly, Plainti% action shall
be dismissed, without prejudice, because of his fatioipay the initial paial filing fee or comply
with the Courts Orders.

IT 1S ORDERED that the above-captioned proceeding DESMISSED, without
prejudice. Judgment shall be entered accordingly.

Baton Rouge, Louisiana, this 31st day of July, 2017.

fro 2. —

BRIAN A. JASK SON, CHIEF JUDGE
UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF LOUISIANA




