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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF MARYLAND

JEROME L. GRIMES *
Plaintiff, *
V. *  Civil Action No. PX-17-2331

MCP OFFICER ROBERT FARMER #2593  *
MONTGOMERY COUNTY POLICE
DEPARTMENT MCPD)(Rockvillg *

Defendants. *

*kkkk

MEMORANDUM

On or about August 11, 2017, a complaint eration to proceed in forma pauperis were
filed by Jerome L. Grimes. ECF Nos. 1 & 2. Gesnwho is self-represented, is a patient at the
Springfield Hospital Center iny8esville, Maryland. As best dbkis court can discern from his
writings, Grimes takes issue with the “illegakimidation” imposed after he incurred traffic
offenses which led to his involuntary admissiona mental health facility. He accuses the
Montgomery County Police Department of failing ttain an officer to‘tell the truth on all
statements, reports, and citations...” Grimeshier alleges that a dhtgomery County Police
officer failed to contact dispatcto abort an automobile towECF No. 1, pp. 6-8. He seeks
cumulative damages in the amount of $540,000.00.

An examination of the state court docketeals there were eight Montgomery County

traffic cases involving Grimes in 2016In addition, on February 28017, a warrant was issued

! Grimes was cited for the failure wisplay his license to uniform police on

demand, driving without a requirddense and authmation, driving on a revoked out-of-state
license, driving while license muspended, driving on a suspendettof-state license, failure to
attach vehicle registration pést at front and rear, failur® display registration card upon
demand by police, and driving without curreagistration plateand validation tabsSeeState v.
Grimes Citation Nos. 16PODHH, 16QODHHBSRODHH, 16SODHH, 16 TODHH, 16VODHH,
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for Grimes on counts of arson/threat and makiriglge statement with gard to a destructive
device. State v. GrimgsCase No. 5D00368618 (District Codior Montgomery County). On
May 11, 2017, the case was transferred to theu€i@ourt for Montgomery County, where on
July 12, 2017, Grimes pleaded guilty to one caafntelephone misuse and was sentenced to a
three years imprisonment, alspended, with 105 days cretbt time served, and one year
probation. State v. GrimesCase Number 131689C (Circuib@t for Montgomery County).
Seehttp://casesearch.courts.state.nsdcasesearch/inquirySearch.jis.

Examination of the Public Access to Cottectronic Records (“PACER”) reveals that
Grimes has filed hundreds of cases idef@l court throughout the country. Grimes v. Haney,
et al, Civil Action No. JSW(PR)-15-436 (N.D. Cal.lJnited States District Judge Jeffrey S.
White noted that “[o]n May 18, 2000, this Court informed [Grimes] that under the ‘three-strikes’
provisions of 28 U.S.C. 8§ 1915(dpe generally is ineligible to proceed in forma pauparis
federal court with civil actions filed while he is incarcerated.” (ci@mgmes v. Oakland Police
Dep’t, Civil Action No. CW-00-1100 (N.D. Cal.))Judge White further olesved that “in 2003
alone [Grimes’] failure to pay the full filing éeand to state cognizable claims for relief had
resulted in the dismissal of approximately thirty-six actions under 8 1915@gjfies v. Haney,
et al, Civil Action No. JSW(PR)-15-436. at ECNo. 4. Similarly, in 2007, United States
District Court Judge Claudia Wik observed that “[tlhe Couniad routinely granted [Grimes]
leave to amend to pay the full filing fee and to state cognizable claims for relief but he has
habitually failed to do so. For example, in 200&na! Plaintiff's failure to comply resulted in the
dismissal of approximately thirgix actions under § 1915(g).See Grimes v. Wan, et.aCivil

Action No. CW (PR)-07-1726 (N.D. Cal.). In tWgestern District of buisiana, the District

26WODHH, & 16XODHH (District Court For Montgoeny County). All é@ations were nolle
prossed on July 24, 201Beehttp://casesearch.courts.state.maasésearch/inquirySearch.jis.



Court noted that Grimes has “filed more than 86Mplaints and appeals [, and] [tlhree or more
of them have been dismissed as frivolousee Grimes v. Ms. Lewis, et alivil Action No.
EEF-MLH-12-3159 (W.D. La.). This court takejudicial notice of these relevant and
indisputable filings.SeeNolte v. Capital One Fin. Corp390 F.3d 311, 317 n. * (4th Cir. 2004).
Under 28 U.S.C. 8§ 1915(e, prisoner is prohited from filing a cvil action in forma
pauperis if he “has, on 3 or mooecasions, while incarcerated aetained in any facility, brought
an action or appeal in a court of the United &tahat was dismissed dine grounds that it is
frivolous, malicious, or fiés to state a claim upon which reliefay be granted, unless the prisoner is
under imminent danger of serious physical injury.” 28 U.8.@915(g). Given Grimes’ filing
history in federal court, he isarred under § 1915(g) from filing prisoner complaints in forma
pauperis unless he can aver that he is under imminent danger of serious physical injury. The
instant incoherent complaint, generously caresit directly challenges (@&res’ traffic citations
in Maryland. He does not allege that he is under imminent danger of serious physical injury.
The case as filed will not proceed. Grimes is forevwd that should he attempt to file any future
civil rights action in this courif must be accompanied by the civil filing fee and must establish
that Grimes is in imminent dger of serious physical harm.
Accordingly, Grimes’ motion to proceed iforma pauperis shall be denied and his

complaint shall be dismsed without prejudice by separate Order.

Date: September 27, 2017 IS/
Raula Xinis
UnitedStateDistrict Judge




