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INTHE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT FOR THE
WESTERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

)
ROBERT V. WONSCH, )
)
Plaintiff, )
) Case No. CIM.7-0342F
-VS- )
)
SMART COMMUNICATIONS, US, )
INC., et al., )
)
Defendants. )
ORDER

Plaintiff Robert V. Wonsch, a prisoner appeainung sewhose pleadings are
liberally construed, filed this civil rights action seeking relief from a number of
defendants. In the Report and Recommendation of May 10, 2017 (doc. no. 9, the
Report), he magistrate judge recommended dismissal of this action wtitho
prejudicebased on her conclusion that plaintiff's application to procaddrma
pauperis failed to disclose all deposits to his institutional accpant failed to
describe each sourdéer those depositahich the Report describ@s asignificant
omission.

Plaintiff objects(doc. no. D) to theentirety of theReport Accordingly, the
Reporthas been reviewatk novo.

Theprimarybasis ofplaintiff's objection ishis contention that he did not lie
in his application to proceed in forma pauperide explains that he did not have
legal assistance and that he did not underdtanaature of the information called

for in the application.
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The Report indicates that omission of the required information is significant,
and that without the requisite disclosures the court cannot determine whether a
source of money could satisfy plaintiff's filing fee, fully or in paFhe Report states
that “it is difficult to conceive of any reason for [plaintiff's] misinterpretatianh”
the questions on thép appication form,given the circumstances presentete
The Repordoes not, howevestate thaplaintiff “lied,” per se. In fact, he Report
stateghat the issue is not whether plaintiff intended to deceive the court. Doc. no.
9,p.50f7.

No matter how the failures to fully disclose sources of money are
characterizedthe court concludes that the Report should be adaptiesi entirety
The court also findthatin light of the detailed Report, no purpose would be served
by anyadditionaldiscussiorhere.

Having reviewed the Repodndhavingconsidered plaintiff's objectionde
novo, the objections ardDENIED. The Report isACCEPTED, ADOPTED and
AFFIRMED. Asrecommended in the Report, this actioBliSM I SSED without
prejudice to refiling. This dsmissalMOOTS the pending motiondor leave to
proceedn forma pauperis (doc. nos. 8, 6whichareSTRICKEN.

IT IS SO ORDERED thid 7" day ofMay, 2017.

(P Dot

STEPHEN P. FRIOT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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