UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF
OHIO, WESTERN DIVISION AT DAYTON

PATRICIA A. GRANT, PH.D. v. DEBORAH ELAINE GRANT
SEABRON, PH.D, Individually and as Executor/Administrator of
The Estate of Burnett Grant, et al.

Grant + No. 3:25-cv-391 - Decided March 12, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Southern District of Ohio overruled the plaintiff’s objections

and adopted the magistrate judge’s recommendation denying her application to proceed in forma

pauperis. The court ordered payment of the filing and administrative fees by March 31, 2026, warned

that nonpayment could result in dismissal, and denied leave to appeal in forma pauperis.
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The district court reviewed a pro se plaintiff's timely objections to a
magistrate judge's report and recommendation recommending denial

of in forma pauperis status.

The court stated that it reviewed the objections and filings de novo
under 28 U.S.C. § 636(b) and Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 72(a),
and concluded that the report and recommendation was not clearly

erroneous or contrary to law.

unpublished district court order; nonprecedential

appellate jurisdiction final judgment rule probate procedure



PRACTICE AREAS

civil procedure  appellate procedure  probate

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the plaintiff's objections to the magistrate judge's report and recommendation should be

sustained.
2. Whether the plaintiff should be permitted to proceed in forma pauperis.
3. Whether the plaintiff should be ordered to pay the filing and administrative fees.

4. Whether the court could certify that an appeal would not be taken in good faith and deny leave to appeal

in forma pauperis.

HOLDINGS

1. The plaintiff's objections were properly overruled because the report and recommendation was not

clearly erroneous or contrary to law.
2. The plaintiff's application to proceed in forma pauperis was denied.

3. The plaintiff was ordered to pay $405, consisting of the $350 filing fee and $55 administrative fee, by

March 31, 2026, with notice that failure to pay could result in dismissal.

4. No appeal was presently available because the order was not a final appealable order and the plaintiff's
claims remained pending; the court certified that an appeal would not be taken in good faith and denied

leave to appeal in forma pauperis.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Finally, no appeal is presently available in this case because this Order is not a final appealable order and

Plaintiff’s claims remain pending.”

9

“Judge Gentry’s R&R is not “clearly erroneous or ... contrary to law.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Patricia A. Grant, proceeding pro se, brought claims against Deborah Elaine Grant Seabron and attorney Johnny
W. Thomas while seeking leave to proceed in forma pauperis. The magistrate judge recommended denial of the
IFP application, and Grant filed timely objections. The district court accepted Grant's factual allegations as true

and liberally construed her pro se filings, but found no merit in the objections.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff filed the action with an application to proceed in forma pauperis. Magistrate Judge Caroline H. Gentry
issued a report and recommendation recommending denial of the application, and Plaintiff timely objected. After
reviewing the objections and filings, the district court overruled the objections, adopted the report and
recommendation, denied IFP status, ordered payment of the filing and administrative fees, and denied leave to
appeal in forma pauperis.
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