UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
INDIANA, SOUTH BEND DIVISION

Terrance Collier v. Buzzard, McGillem, M Contrell, Thornberry,

Farrell, and Molanski

Collier v. Buzzard - No. 3:26-CV-359-TLS-JEM - Decided March 20, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Northern District of Indiana dismissed Terrance Collier’s

prisoner complaint for failure to state a claim under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A. The court held that the alleged

segregation placement and denial of visitation did not establish a protected liberty interest, granted

leave to amend by April 22, 2026, and required submission of a trust account ledger for in forma

pauperis status.
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Screening of a pro se prisoner civil-rights complaint under 28 U.S.C. §
1915A, with leave to amend.

The complaint was reviewed under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A to determine
whether it was frivolous or malicious, failed to state a claim, or sought

monetary relief from an immune defendant.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Collier's allegations of placement in segregation and denial of visitation after he was found not

guilty of a disciplinary charge stated a due-process claim under the Fourteenth Amendment.

2. Whether the complaint should be dismissed at screening under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A or whether Collier

should be given leave to amend.

3. Whether Collier was required to submit his prisoner trust-account ledger to proceed in forma pauperis.

HOLDINGS

1. The complaint failed to state a due-process claim because the Constitution does not create a liberty
interest in avoiding transfer within a correctional facility or remaining in the general prison population
absent restrictive conditions that impose an atypical and significant hardship in relation to the ordinary

incidents of prison life.

2. Because Collier might be able to state a claim consistent with the events alleged, the court granted him

leave to file an amended complaint rather than immediately dismissing the action.

3. Collier was required to file his prisoner trust-account ledger if he wished to proceed in forma pauperis.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“An inmate is entitled to due process protections only when the more restrictive conditions pose an “atypical

»

and significant hardship on the inmate in relation to the ordinary incidents of prison life.

“After Sandin, it is clear that the touchstone of the inquiry into the existence of a protected, state-created
liberty interest in avoiding restrictive conditions of confinement is not the language of regulations regarding
those conditions but the nature of those conditions themselves in relation to the ordinary incidents of prison
life.”

“The usual standard in civil cases is to allow defective pleadings to be corrected, especially in early stages, at

least where amendment would not be futile.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Collier, a prisoner, alleged that he was placed in segregation and denied visitation even though he was found not
guilty of a prison disciplinary charge. The opinion does not identify the duration of the segregation or describe
conditions amounting to an atypical and significant hardship. Collier also submitted an in forma pauperis motion

declaring that he had attached a six-month prisoner trust-account statement, but he did not attach the ledger.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Terrance Collier, proceeding without a lawyer, filed a prisoner civil-rights complaint alleging that he was placed
in segregation and denied visitation after being found not guilty of a prison disciplinary charge. The court
screened the complaint under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A and concluded that it failed to state a claim, but granted Collier

until April 22, 2026, to file an amended complaint. The court also required him to submit his prisoner trust-



account ledger if he wished to proceed in forma pauperis and cautioned that failure to comply would result in

denial of leave to proceed in forma pauperis and dismissal.
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