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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Middle District of Florida denied Plaintiff Aushea Williams’s
motion for relief from judgment under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 60(b)(3). The court also denied
as moot Williams’s renewed motion for class certification and appointment of counsel, explaining that
he had not shown fraud or misconduct preventing him from presenting his case and could not
represent other inmates.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff moved for relief from the final judgment under Federal Rule
of Civil Procedure 60(b)(3) and renewed his motion for class
certification and appointment of counsel after the action had been
dismissed.

STANDARD OF REVIEW A motion under Rule 60(b)(3) requires clear and convincing evidence
that the adverse party obtained the result through fraud,
misrepresentation, or other misconduct, and that the alleged
misconduct prevented the movant from fully presenting his case.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unpublished district court order; nonprecedential

PARTIES Aushea Williams v. Sheriff Homer Deloach, et al.
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PRACTICE AREAS

civil procedure civil rights prisoner litigation class actions

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Plaintiff was entitled to relief from the final judgment under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure
60(b)(3) based on alleged fraud, misrepresentation, or misconduct by a jail employee.

2. Whether Plaintiff's renewed motion for class certification and appointment of counsel should be granted.

HOLDINGS

1. Relief from judgment was properly denied because Plaintiff failed to provide clear and convincing
evidence that a jail employee engaged in fraud, misrepresentation, or other misconduct, or that any such
conduct prevented him from fully presenting his case.

2. The renewed motion for class certification and appointment of counsel was denied as moot because
Plaintiff could not represent the rights of other inmates in this action and could instead file a new case to
pursue claims on his own behalf.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“To obtain relief under Rule 60(b)(3), “the moving party must prove by clear and convincing evidence that
the adverse party obtained the [result] through fraud, misrepresentation[], or other misconduct,” and the
purported fraud must have prevented the movant “from fully presenting his case.”” (Order at 1)

“Plaintiff provides no evidence—such as a mail log—showing that a PCJ employee prevented him from
receiving and complying with this Court’s Order.” (Order at 2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff alleged that an unnamed employee at the Putnam County Jail prevented him from receiving and
complying with the Court's order allowing him time to file an amended complaint. He offered no supporting
evidence, such as a mail log, to substantiate the allegation. Plaintiff also sought to represent himself and other
inmates in a class action challenging allegedly unconstitutional jail policies, despite the Court's prior instruction
that he could not represent other inmates.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Court had previously dismissed the action after granting Plaintiff time to file an amended complaint and had
advised him that he could not represent the rights of other inmates. Plaintiff asserted that an unnamed jail
employee prevented him from receiving and complying with the amendment order. The Court denied relief from
judgment and denied the renewed motion for class certification and appointment of counsel as moot.
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