Martin v. Welch, [et al. Ddc. 5

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO
WESTERN DIVISION

Robert Martin, Case No. 3:10 CV 1826

Plaintiff, MEMORANDUM OPINION
AND ORDER

_VS_
JUDGE JACK ZOUHARY
Warden Welch, et al.,

Defendants.

On August 18, 201(gro sePlaintiff Robert Martin, an imate at the Toledo Correctional

11%

Institution (TCI), filed thisn forma pauperiivil rights action against TCI Warden Welch and nin
other Defendants (Doc. No. 1). The Complaint abdgefendants have conspired to retaliate against
him for filing grievances concerning medical treatment. He asserts this conspiracy has chilled his
First Amendment rights and caused him pain and suffering.

Under 28 U.S.C. 8§ 1915(g), an inmate is prohibited from bringing a civil aictitorma
pauperisf, on three or more prior occasions, the itenaas brought an action that was dismissed ¢n
the ground that it was frivolous, malicious, or failed to state a claim.

Plaintiff has filed a civil action that failed state a claim on at least six prior occasiddse
Martin v. Hawkins(N.D. Ohio 04 CV 2387)Martin v. Lowery(S.D. Ohio 04 CV 704)Martin v.
Lowery(S.D. Ohio 04 CV 641 Martin v. Ohio Supreme Cou(s.D. Ohio 04 CV 613Martin v.
Wayne Cnty. Nat'l BankTrust & In{N.D. Ohio 03 CV 1211); and/lartin v. Coval (S.D. Ohio 99
CV 703). Further, the Complaint does not eamtallegations which reasonably suggest imminept

danger of serious physical injury. Thus, Martin may not procetdma pauperisand this case is
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appropriate for dismissaRittner v. Kindey 2008 WL 3889860 (6th Cir. 2008) (citit@jarpaglini

v. Sainj 352 F.3d 328, 330-31 (7th Cir. 2003)).

Accordingly, this action is dismissed with prdjce. Plaintiff's related Motions to Proceed
in Forma Pauperis, for Appointment of Counsal] o Waive Required Copies are denied as mo

(Doc. Nos. 2, 3, 4). This Court ¢ées, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 191%@), that an appeal from this

decision could not be taken in good faith.

IT 1S SO ORDERED.

s/Jack Zouhary
JACK ZOUHARY
U. S. DISTRICT JUDGE

November 10, 2010

ot




