UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
INDIANA, FORT WAYNE DIVISION

Michael Jeffrey Mock v. Samuel Conrad, et al.

Mock v. Conrad - No. 1:26-CV-106-TLS-AZ - Decided March 6, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Northern District of Indiana denies Michael Jeffrey Mock
leave to proceed in forma pauperis under the Prison Litigation Reform Act's three-strikes provision.
The court finds that Mock has not plausibly alleged imminent danger of serious physical injury, grants

him until April 3, 2026, to pay the filing fee, and cautions that the case will otherwise be dismissed.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE A prisoner proceeding without counsel filed a civil complaint and

sought leave to proceed in forma pauperis. The district court denied in
forma pauperis status under the Prison Litigation Reform Act's three-
strikes provision and allowed the plaintiff until April 3, 2026, to pay
the filing fee.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court evaluated the sufficiency of the complaint's allegations
under the imminent-danger exception to 28 U.S.C. § 1915(g).

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unpublished district court opinion; nonprecedential
PARTIES Michael Jeffrey Mock v. Samuel Conrad, et al.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Mock was barred by 28 U.S.C. § 1915(g) from proceeding in forma pauperis because he had

three qualifying prior dismissals.

2. Whether Mock plausibly alleged imminent danger of serious physical injury sufficient to invoke the

exception to the three-strikes rule.

HOLDINGS

1. Mock had three qualifying prior dismissals and therefore could not proceed in forma pauperis under 28

U.S.C. § 1915(g) unless he satisfied the imminent-danger exception.

2. Mock did not plausibly allege imminent danger of serious physical injury related to the claims raised in

the complaint.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A prisoner may not bring a civil action in forma pauperis if he has, “on 3 or more prior occasions, while
incarcerated or detained in any facility, brought an action or appeal in a court of the United States that was
dismissed on the grounds that it [was] frivolous, malicious, or fails to state a claim upon which relief may be

granted, unless the prisoner is under imminent danger of serious physical injury.”” (Opinion and Order, at 1)

“This complaint does not plausibly allege that he is in imminent danger of serious physical injury related to

the claims raised in this case.” (Opinion and Order, at 2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Michael Jeffrey Mock, a prisoner without a lawyer, sought to proceed in forma pauperis while pursuing
monetary damages based on events that occurred in January and February 2026. The court identified three prior
Mock actions dismissed under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A for failure to state a claim. The complaint did not plausibly

allege that Mock faced imminent danger of serious physical injury related to the claims in the present case.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Mock filed a complaint seeking monetary damages for events allegedly occurring in January and February 2026,
together with an application to proceed in forma pauperis. The court determined that three of Mock's prior
actions had been dismissed for failure to state a claim and that the complaint did not plausibly allege imminent
danger of serious physical injury. The court denied the application, set a deadline for payment of the $405 filing

fee, and cautioned that failure to pay would result in dismissal without further notice.
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