
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO

EASTERN DIVISION

Gregory Walker Johnson,

Plaintiff, Case No. 1:14-cv-819

v. Judge Michael H. Watson

Apple Inc., ef a/.,

Defendants.

OPINION AND ORDER

On May 18, 2015,the Court issuedan Opinion andOrderadoptingthe

MagistrateJudge'sR&R recommendingdismissalof Plaintiffs Complaint. ECF

No. 16. Insodoing, the Courtcertified thatan appealof thatOpinion andOrder

would not betakenin goodfaith. Id. at 3.

On May28, 2015,Plaintiff movesfor leaveto appealthe Court'sMay 18

Opinion andOrderin formapauperis. ECF No. 19. OnJune1, 2015,the

MagistrateJudgeissueda reportand recommendation("R&R") recommending

that Plaintiff's motion bedenied. ECF No. 21.

Plaintiff did not objectto the R&R; rather,on June10, 2015,hefiled

anothermotion for leaveto appealin forma pauperis. ECF No. 23.

On June30, 2015,the MagistrateJudgeissuedanotherR&R

recommendingthat Plaintiffs secondmotion for leaveto appealin forma

pauperis bedenied. ECF No. 27. Plaintiff timelyobjected. ECF No. 30.
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For the reasonsoutlinedin the Court'sMay 18,2015Opinion andOrder,

ECF No. 16,theCourtOVERRULES Plaintiffs objection,ECF No. 30,and

ADOPTS both theJune1, 2015R&R andtheJune30, 2015R&R. Plaintiffs'

motionsfor leaveto appealin forma pauperis, ECF Nos. 19 and23, aretherefore

DENIED.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

MICHAEL H. WATSON, JUDGE
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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