I N THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DI STRI CT OF PENNSYLVAN A

WAYNE CHI LDS : CIVIL ACTI ON
V.
SECRETARY OF THE NAVY : NO. 05- cv- 04050- JE

VEMORANDUM AND ORDER

Ful lam Sr. J. March 14, 2006

Plaintiff worked for a brief period as an enpl oyee of
the Departnent of the Navy. |In 1988, during his probationary
period, he was fired — allegedly, for sleeping on the job, and
for being AWDL. M. Childs contended that he was the victim of
racial and/or disability discrimnation. These charges were
t horoughly investigated by the Navy, and by EECC, and were found
to lack nerit. In Novenber 1998, plaintiff brought suit in this
court against the Secretary of the Navy (C A No. 98-5379). On
April 22, 1999, this court granted the defendant’s notion to
di sm ss, and dism ssed the conplaint. On July 10, 2000, the
Third Crcuit Court of Appeals affirnmed that decision. Plaintiff
sought reconsideration by the Court en banc, but his application
was rejected. He then nmade repeated, unsuccessful, attenpts to
have the United States Suprene Court issue a wit of certiorari
to reviewthe Third Grcuit’s action

On July 29, 2005, plaintiff brought the present |awsuit
which, to the extent it is conprehensible, is nerely a repetition

of the earlier lawsuit. |Indeed, plaintiff has obligingly



i ncl uded, anmong his volum nous pro se filings, nmuch of the file
in the earlier case.

The defendant has filed a notion to dismss, and it is
clear that this notion nust be granted. Al of the plaintiff’s
clainms are barred by the res judicata effect of the earlier
judgment, and are plainly lacking in nerit.

An Order foll ows.



IN THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DI STRI CT OF PENNSYLVAN A
WAYNE CHI LDS : ClVIL ACTI ON
V.

SECRETARY OF THE NAVY : NO. 05- cv- 04050- JE

ORDER
AND NOW this 14'" day of March 2006, | T IS ORDERED
1. Defendant’s notion to dismss is GRANTED, and this
action is DI SM SSED wi th prejudice.
2. This court’s order dated August 2, 2005, granting
plaintiff |eave to proceed in fornma pauperis, is VACATED
3. Any and all pending notions filed by plaintiff are

DENI ED as npot .

BY THE COURT:

[s/ John P. Fullam

John P. Fullam Sr. J.



