UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
DI STRI CT OF CONNECTI CUT

______________________________ «
OSMUND W LEVI NESS,

Plaintiff,
V. . dvil No. 3:99CV01647( AWT)
MARK BANNON, et al . :

Def endant s. ;
______________________________ X

ENDORSEMENT ORDER

The plaintiff’s Mdtion for Reconsideration and Rear gunent
[Doc. # 20] is hereby DENIED. The requirenent, as stated in

Village of WIllowbrook v. dech, 528 U S. 562, 120 S.C. 1073

(2000), is not nmerely that the plaintiff alleged different
treatnent without a rational basis, as contended by the

plaintiff at page 3 of his notion. Village of WII owbrook

contenplates that the plaintiff will allege that he “has been
intentionally treated differently fromothers simlarly situated
and that there is no rational basis for the difference in
treatnent.” 1d. at 1074 (enphasis added). Moreover, the Court
explained that this standard is to be understood in the context
of the fact that the equal protection clause protects

i ndi vi dual s agai nst “intentional and arbitrary discrimnation.”
Id. at 1075 (enphasi s added).

The allegations in the conplaint do not constitute



specific, non-conclusory factual allegations that satisfy this
standard. Therefore, even when the court applies the hol ding

and the | anguage fromVillage of WIllowbrook to the conplaint in

this case, the conplaint is deficient.

Accordingly, the plaintiff is granted leave to file an
amended conplaint within 30 days. No extensions wll be
gr ant ed.

It is so ordered.

Dated this _20th day of Decenber, 2000, at Hartford,

Connecti cut.

Alvin W Thonpson
United States District Judge



