UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF MARYLAND

Richard Demurjian v. Christopher Henize et al.

Demurjian v. Henize, Civil No. 23-3180-BAH (D. Md. Feb. 26, 2026) - No. Civil No. 23-3180-BAH - Decided

February 27, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Maryland denied without prejudice Richard

Demurjian’s motion for alternative service on newly added defendants. The court held that Demurjian

had not sufficiently demonstrated efforts to locate the defendants or attempted service at potential

addresses, while granting an additional 30 days to effect service.
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Plaintiff moved for alternative service of process on newly added
defendants.

The court evaluated whether the requested alternative method of
service was authorized and reasonably calculated to provide actual
notice under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 4 and Maryland Rule 2-
121(c).
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the plaintiff had demonstrated that alternative service on the newly added defendants was
appropriate under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 4 and Maryland Rule 2-121(c).

2. Whether the court should extend the time for service on the newly added defendants.

HOLDINGS

1. Alternative service was not appropriate at this stage because the plaintiff had not sufficiently
demonstrated diligent efforts to locate the defendants or attempted service under the applicable rules,

including at the potential addresses he had identified.

2. The plaintiff was granted an additional 30 days from the date of the memorandum opinion and order to
effect service on the newly added defendants.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Demurjian has not demonstrated that alternative service is appropriate yet.”

“Accordingly, Demurjian’s motion for alternative service is DENIED without prejudice.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The newly added defendants had been deposed and had identified their workplace at the Harford County
Sheriff's Department as their address. Demurjian stated that he had been unable, despite due diligence, to locate
their home addresses with certainty, although he had potential addresses. He had not attempted service at those
potential addresses and had not shown efforts by a process server or other person to locate the defendants

through public records or databases.
PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Demurjian filed a second amended complaint adding Christopher Henize, John Perry, Matthew Wright, Wade
Ward, and Cameron Burns as defendants. He moved for alternative service by personal delivery to a responsible
official at the defendants' workplace followed by first-class mail to the workplace. The court denied the motion

without prejudice and allowed Demurjian an additional 30 days to effect service.
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