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INTHE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
WESTERN DIVISION

James D. Lewis (B-52327), )
)
Plaintiff, ) Case No. 16 C 50109
)
V. )
) Judge Philip G. Reinhard
State of Illinois, et al., )
)
Defendants. )
ORDER

Plaintiff's failure to inform the court abothiis accumulation of three dismissals under 28
U.S.C. 8§ 1915(g) and his failure to provide higjation history constitute a fraud on the court
and warrant immediate dismissal. He is agaimised he has had at I¢dkree of his federal
cases dismissed under § 1915(qg). foB= proceeding with anotherction in federal court, he
must notify the court of his acowlation of three 8§ 1915(g) dismissals and, if he seeks to
proceedn forma pauperishe must satisfy the requirementgiwdt provision. Plaintiff's motion
to proceedn forma pauperig#3] is denied. Although theurrent case cannot proceed and
plaintiff's request to proceeid forma pauperigs denied, he is still responsible for its filing fee,
and the clerk is directetd send a copy of thisrder to trust fund offi@ls at Dixon Correctional
Center so that the filing fee fdinis case can be added to pldifgiother filing fee obligations.
Trust fund officials at Dion are authorized to collect monthbayments fronplaintiff's trust
account in an amount equal to 2@¥the preceding month’s inconeedited to the account.
Monthly payments shall be forwarded to thesi®lof this Court each time the amount in the
account exceeds $10 until the full $400filidg fee for this case is i@ Civil case terminated.

STATEMENT

Plaintiff James Lewis, afllinois prisoner currently inaaerated at Dixon Correctional
Center, has submitted another 42 U.S.C. 8§ 1988 raghts action. According to the Public
Access to Court Electronic Records (“PACER”) wigsplaintiff has file at least 20 suits in
federal court. The current complaint listse tiiollowing defendants: the State of lllinois,
Governor Bruce Rauner, lllinois Attorney @al Lisa Madigan, and several unknown members
of the lllinois Board of ElectionsPlaintiff asserts he and othgrisoners are being denied their
constitutional right to vote. Former SecretafyState Hillary Clinton, presumably the person
plaintiff wants to vote for, islso listed as a plaintiffHe seeks $1,000,000,000 in damages for
not being able to vote fdhe last ten years.

This case must be immediately dismisseskbleon the fact thatahtiff has accumulated

three dismissals under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(g) blegddo inform the court of this informatiorSee
Lewis v. Dart No. 10-cv-4247 (N.D. lll. Jy 22, 2010) (dismissing compid for failure to state
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a claim);Lewis v. AlvarezNo. 10-cv-4540 (N.D. lllJuly 29, 2010) (samelewis v. Unknown
Party, No. 13 C 1339 (S.D. lll. Jan. 22, 2014) (samawis v. State of lllinojs12-cv-1023
(N.D. lll. June 27, 2012) (same, and pldinttas notified he accumulated three strikege also
Lewis v. Godinez13-cv-1439 (C.D. lll. Oct. 21, 2013) (plaih was admonished that he had to
inform courts he had at ldahree § 1915(g) dismissals).

Plaintiff has been advised several time$isfneed to inform courts of his accumulation
of three 8§ 1915(g) dismissals. Yet he continues to file suitsowitproviding this information.
In fact, no information is given about his prior €as A litigant’s failure to inform that he has
received at least three dismissals under 85(@d1lis considered &raud on the court which
warrants “immediate termation of the suit.”Sloan v. Leszdl81 F.3d 857, 859 (7th Cir. 1999).
Also considered a fraud upon the court warrantigmissal is the failure to give a complete
litigation history as instructed ithe court’s form complaint.Hoskins v. Dart 633 F.3d 541,
543-44 (7th Cir. 2011). Plaintiff's passing directito this court for it to look for prior cases
with plaintiff's identification number does nottsdy the requirements and instructions of the
court’s form complaint anéHoskins Plaintiff's case is thus digesed with prejudice. He is
again advised that he must disclose his litagahistory and his accurtation of three § 1915(q)
dismissals when bringing suits @ppeals in federal court.

Accordingly, for the above stated reasons, the complaint is dismissed with prejudice. All

pending motions are denied. This case is closeg@laintiff wishes toappeal the dismissal of

this case, he must file a notice of appeal wiik ttourt within thirty days of the entry of this
order. SeeFed. R. App. P. 4(a)(1). If he appedis, will be liable for the $505 appellate filing

fee regardless of the appeal’s outconsee Evans v. lll. Dep’t of Corrl50 F.3d 810, 812 (7th

Cir. 1998). Also, if the appeal fsund to be non-meritorious, ¢buld be considered as another
dismissal under 8 1915(g). If plaintiff seeks to prodeddrma pauperion appeal, he must file

in this court another application seeking leave to prodeddrma pauperisand provide the
grounds for his appeabeeFed. R. App. P. 24(a)(1); 28 U.S.C. § 1915(a).
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