
I N  THE COURT O F  COMMON PLEAS O F  HUNTINGDON COUNTY, 
PENNSYLVANIA 

D I V I S I O N  

DEMETRIUS BAILEY, I . 
P l a i n t i f f  : 

ANN MILLER, LT, BAIRD, 
R. REED, C. MITCHELL, 

D e f e n d a n t s  : 

NO. 07-822 

O R D E R .  

AND NOW, this 31st day o f  July, A.D.,  2 0 0 7 ,  t h e  xequest 

( 1  of ~metrius  Bailey t o  f i l e  this ac t ion  in forma paupoxis is 

11 denied since t h e  Court is s a t i s f i e d  t h e  a c t i o n  i s  f r ivo lous .  

11 Pa.R.C.P. 240 (j) . I n  t h i s  regard, Plaintiff has failed to 

I1 a l l e g e  facts t h a t  support a claim of retaliation as to any 

( 1  named Defendant. To s t a t e  a claim a plaintiff must state 

11 facts t h a t  darnonstrate (1) that he was engaged i n  p ro tec ted  

11 activity; (2) that he suffered an "adverse action" by 

I1 government o f f i c i a l s ;  and ( 3 )  that there i s  a "causal l i nk"  

11 between the protected a c t i v i t y  and the adverse act ion.  

)I Rauser v. Horn, 2 4 1  F.3d 330 (3d. C i z .  2001). Simply 

I1 pleading that an ind iv idua l  has engaged i n  retaliatory 

11 conduct is  i n s u f f i c i e n t .  

n n e t r i u s  ~ a $ , c ~  BY THE COURT, 


