UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF NEW
YORK

Marozzi v. Catlin

No. 24-CV-6489 (W.D.N.Y. Jan. 8, 2026) - No. 24-CV-6489 - Decided January 8, 2026

SUMMARY

This document is a combined Decision and Order and Report and Recommendation addressing
Quentin A. Marozzi’s motion to file a third amended complaint in an action concerning religious
dietary accommodations at the Monroe County Jail. The court permits amendment in part, including
claims against certain proposed defendants and claims against Blake Catlin, but recommends denying
claims based on New York jail regulations and finds the proposed municipal-liability allegations
insufficiently pleaded. The document also discusses the magistrate judge’s authority over motions to

amend.

CASE DETAILS
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Motion to amend complaint for a third time in a pro se prisoner civil

rights action

STANDARD OF REVIEW Plausibility standard for screening under 28 U.S.C. §§ 1915(e)(2)(B)
and 1915A; Rule 15(a)(2) liberal standard for amendment

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unpublished
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Plaintiff's motion to amend complaint should be granted to add new defendants and claims

2. Whether proposed claims under 9 NYCRR §§ 7024.6 and 7009.4 would state a claim

3. Whether proposed Monell claim against Monroe County would survive

4. Whether proposed defendants Baxter and Vanduzee were sufficiently alleged to be personally involved

5. Whether proposed defendants Rivers and Derousie were sufficiently alleged to be personally involved

HOLDINGS

1. Claims under 9 NYCRR §§ 7024.6 and 7009.4 are futile because those state regulations do not create a

private right of action.

2. Plaintiff's proposed amendment to add Monroe County as a defendant is denied as futile because the
proposed third amended complaint fails to allege an official policy or custom causing the constitutional

deprivation.

3. Adding Baxter and Vanduzee as defendants is denied as futile because Plaintiff fails to allege their

personal involvement in the constitutional deprivation.

4. Plaintiff's motion to amend is granted to add Rivers and Derousie as defendants because the proposed

third amended complaint sufficiently alleges their participation in the alleged constitutional violations.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“a plaintiff must allege facts tending to support, at least circumstantially, an inference that such a municipal

policy or custom exists”

“each Government-official defendant, through the official's own individual actions, has violated the

Constitution”

“the review, denial or affirmance of a denial of a grievance is insufficient to establish personal involvement”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff is a Rastafarian inmate formerly held at Monroe County Jail who alleges that Trinity Service Group and
its food service director denied him a diet in keeping with his religious beliefs (the Ital diet requiring organic
foods, no pork or additives, and specific breakfast items). He filed grievances which were denied. Plaintiff
moved to add Monroe County, the Sheriff, Jail Superintendent, a grievance coordinator, and a religious official

as defendants, and to assert claims under New York state regulations.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff, a pro se prisoner, filed original complaint asserting § 1983 and RLUIPA claims regarding denial of
Rastafarian diet. Court screened complaint, dismissed some claims, allowed others to proceed. Plaintiff filed
amended complaints; Court rejected second amended complaint as exceeding leave granted. Court screened first
amended complaint, dismissed RLUIPA claim as moot, allowed § 1983 claims to proceed. Plaintiff then moved

to file third amended complaint adding new defendants and claims.
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