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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Southern District of Illinois denies Jacob Baxter’s motion for
reconsideration of the dismissal of his claims against Danny R. Cheadle and the Village of Palestine,
Illinois. The court holds that Baxter identified no newly discovered evidence, intervening change in
law, or manifest error warranting relief under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 59(e). The court also
denies Baxter’s request to amend because the pleading deadline had passed and amendment would not
cure his failure to identify clearly established law defeating Cheadle’s qualified-immunity defense.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff moved under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 59(e) for
reconsideration of the court's prior order and judgment dismissing his
claims. The court denied reconsideration and separately denied leave
to amend.

STANDARD OF REVIEW A Rule 59(e) motion may be granted only when the movant clearly
establishes newly discovered evidence, an intervening change in
controlling law, or a manifest error of law or fact. Reconsideration is
generally reserved for extraordinary cases and may not be used to cure
a party's prior procedural failures or present arguments that could and
should have been raised before judgment.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unpublished district-court memorandum and order; precedential status
is not established by the opinion text.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Baxter established newly discovered evidence, an intervening change in controlling law, or a
manifest error of law or fact warranting relief under Rule 59(e).

2. Whether the court improperly resolved qualified immunity at the pleading stage.

3. Whether Baxter could raise for the first time on reconsideration an argument that Cheadle lacked
discretionary authority to terminate him.

4. Whether Baxter should be permitted to amend his complaint after the dismissal.

HOLDINGS

1. The court denied reconsideration because Baxter identified no newly discovered material evidence,
intervening change in controlling law, or manifest error of law or fact.

2. The court held that qualified immunity may be resolved on a Rule 12(b)(6) motion when the plaintiff
states a constitutional claim but fails as a matter of law to identify clearly established law that would
have put a reasonable official on notice that the conduct was unconstitutional.

3. The court declined to consider Baxter's argument that Cheadle lacked discretionary authority because
Baxter could and should have raised it in response to the motion to dismiss.

4. The court denied leave to amend because the amendment deadline had passed and amendment would not
cure Baxter's failure to identify clearly established law supporting his qualified-immunity claim.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Rule 59(e) “does not provide a vehicle for a party to undo its own procedural failures, and it certainly does
not allow a party to introduce new evidence or advance arguments that could and should have been presented
to the district court prior to the judgment.””

“There is no genuine issue of material fact here; there is a legal failure by the plaintiff to point to clearly
established law.”

“Courts are not “in the business of formulating arguments for the parties.””

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Baxter alleged that Cheadle terminated him from his job as a police officer without a hearing or other
opportunity to be heard. The court previously determined that Baxter had adequately alleged a protected
property interest in his employment, but concluded that he failed to identify clearly established law showing that
Cheadle's conduct violated the Fourteenth Amendment. In seeking reconsideration, Baxter relied on depositions,



a policy manual, a new argument concerning Cheadle's discretionary authority, and additional cases concerning
procedural due process.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Baxter filed suit alleging, among other claims, that Police Chief Danny Cheadle terminated him from
employment without due process in violation of the Fourteenth Amendment. The court previously granted
defendants' Rule 12(b)(6) motion, finding that Baxter sufficiently alleged a protected property interest but that
Cheadle was entitled to qualified immunity because Baxter failed to identify clearly established law showing the
alleged conduct was unconstitutional. The court dismissed the constitutional claim with prejudice and the state-
law claims without prejudice. Baxter then sought reconsideration based on purported new evidence, new
arguments concerning discretionary authority, and additional legal authority; the court denied the motion.
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