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INTHE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF MISSISS| PPI
ABERDEEN DIVISION

CHRISTOPHER GRADY PETITIONER
V. No. 1:15CV172-SA-DAS
STATE OF MISSISSIPPI RESPONDENT

ORDER DENYING PETITIONER’SMOTION [25]
FOR RELIEF FROM JUDGMENT OR ORDER

This matter comes before the court onglétionets motion for reconsideration of the
courtsfinal judgment [16], which the petitioner has styled a “Petition for Writ of
Certiorari/Collateral/Habeas Corpus ReliefThe court interprets the motion, using the liberal
standard fopro selitigants set forth irHaines v. Kerner, 404 U.S. 519 (1972), as a motion for
relief from a judgment or order undeg- R.Civ. P.60. An order granting relief under Rule 60
must be based upon: (1) clerical mistakes, (2) mistake, inadvertence, sorpeisaisable
neglect, (3) newly discovered evidence, (4) fraud or other misconduct of an guys¢s) a
void judgment, or (6) any other reason justifying relief from the operation oirties.

In the instant motion to reconsidéne petitionehas not addressed the reason for the
court’s dismissal of this casehat hefailed toexhaust state remedies. Instead, it appears that he
merely reiterated the grounds for relief presented in his originalguetitirhus, lhe petitionerhas
neither asserted nor proven any of the specific justifications for redief &n order permitted
under Rule 60. In addition, tipetitionerhas not presentédny other reason justifying relief
from the operatiohof the judgment. As such, tipetitionets request for reconsideration is
DENIED.

SO ORDERED, this, the 9th day d¥larch, 2017.

/s/ Sharion Aycock
U.S. DISTRICT JUDGE
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