
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT  
 SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO 
 WESTERN DIVISION 
 
 
TRACY DAMRON , 
 

Pla int iff  
 

v.       C-1-13-565 
 
DONALD MORGAN, et  a l. , 
 

Defendant s 
 
 
 

This mat ter is before  the Court  upon the Report  and  

Recommendat ion of the United Sta tes Magist ra te  Judg e (doc. no. 6), 

and pla int iff ’s objec t ions (doc. no. 8).  The Magist ra te  Judge conc luded 

that  pla int iff’s c la ims brought  under 42 U.S.C. §  1983 a re frivo lous, fa il 

to sta te  a  c la im upon w hich re lie f may be granted o r are  barred from 

review  on sta tute  of limita t ions grounds or by the Supreme Court ’s 

dec ision in Heck v. Humphrey , 512, U.S. 477, 487 (1994).  

The Magist ra te  Judge therefore  recommended that  pla int iff’s 

Compla int  be DISMISSED WITH PREJUDICE . 
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Pla int iff objec ts to the Judge 's Report  and Recomme ndat ion on 

the grounds that  his findings are  contrary to law .  

 CONCLUSION  

Upon a de novo  review  of the record, espec ia lly in light  of 

pla int iff =s objec t ions, the Court  finds that  pla int iff =s objec t ions have 

e ither been adequate ly addressed and properly dispo sed of by the 

Judge or present no part icularized arguments that  w arrant  spec ific  

responses by this Court .  The Court  finds that  the Magist ra te  Judge 

has accurate ly set  forth the controlling princ iples  of law  and properly 

applied them to the part icular fac ts of this case a nd agrees w ith the 

Judge.  

Accordingly, the Court  hereby ADOPTS the Report  and 

Recommendat ion of the United Sta tes Magist ra te  Judg e (doc. no. 6).   

Pla int iff =s Compla int  (doc. no. 1) is DISMISSED WITH PREJUDICE 

pursuant  to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1915(e)(2)(B) and 1915A(b) . 
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For a ll of the above reasons, this Court  cert ifies pursuant  to 28 

U.S.C. ' 1915(a)(3) that  an appeal of this Order w ould not  b e taken in 

good fa ith.  See, McGore v. Wrigglesw orth , 114 F.3d 601 (6 th Cir. 1997).  

The Court  therefore  DENIES pla int iff leave to proceed in forma pauperis  

in the United Sta tes Court  of Appeals for the Six th  Circuit .  

IT  IS SO ORDERED. 
 

       s/Herman J . Weber       
Herman J . Weber, Senior Judge  
  United Sta tes Dist ric t  Court  
 

 


