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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

JUAN ESPINOZA,
Plaintiff,

Case No. 13-cv-05047-JST (PR)

V. ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITH LEAVE
TO AMEND
DR. AHMED, et al.,

Defendants.

Plaintiff, a prisoner at the Correctional Training Facility (CTF) in Soledad, California, has
filed a pro se complaint under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 alleging that prison officials at CTF improperly
have delayed his hemorrhoid surgery. Plaintiff names Dr. Ahmed, Dr. D. Bright, Dr. R. Javate
and Chief Medical Appeals Officer L.D. Zamora, but adds no facts whatsoever linking them to his
allegations of wrongdoing.

DISCUSSION

A. Standard of Review

Federal courts must engage in a preliminary screening of cases in which prisoners seek
redress from a governmental entity or officer or employee of a governmental entity. 28 U.S.C. §
1915A(a). The court must identify cognizable claims or dismiss the complaint, or any portion of
the complaint. if the complaint "is frivolous, malicious, or fails to state a claim upon which relief
may be granted,” or "seeks monetary relief from a defendant who is immune from such relief.”

§ 1915A(b). Pro se pleadings must be liberally construed, however. Balistreri v. Pac

™ 901 F.2d 696, 699 (9th Cir. 1990).

























