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For the reasons stated below, Plaintiff’'s motion éavie to proceed in forma pauperis [4] is denied on the
merits. Plaintiff has not presented any facts to explain the alleged misconduct of each Defendant, and
Plaintiff must include more in his complaint than that Defendants allegedly violated his constitutional fights.
Therefore, we dismiss the instant action. All pending motions are denied as moot.

M| For further details see text below.] Docketing to mail notices

OPINION

This matter is before the court on Plaintiff BihiaFavela’s (Favela) motion for leave to procaed
forma pauperis and motion for appointment of counsel. Rarg to 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e), “[n]otwithstandifjg
any filing fee, or any portion thereof, that may have been paid, the court shall dismiss the case at any time i
the court determines that . . . the action . . . fails to state a claim on which relief may be grantéd. . . .

Favela has filed a complaipto se, and thus we construe the complaint liberalbcCormick v. City
of Chicago, 230 F.3d 319, 325 (7th Cir. 2000)(stating thab“se complaints are to be liberally construed
and not held to the stringent standards expecteteatlings drafted by lawyers”). However, even when
liberally construing the complaint in this action, Favela has failed to present facts with sufficient detai| to
plausibly suggest a valid claingee, e.g., Ashcroft v. Igbal, 129 S.Ct. 1937, 1949 (2009). Favela first allelfes

that he was sentenced in a criminal case on July 8, 2008, in state court. (Compl. 4). Favela then prg¢sents

several pages of legal jargon and references various constitutional rights and amendments, but Favéla
presents no facts to provide Defendants of noticeetlaims brought against them. Favela appears to

include as Defendants the state court judge that sentenced him, an Assistant State’s Attorney, a Puljlic

Defender, police officers, and jurors. Favela hapredented any facts to explain the alleged miscondutt of
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OPINION

each Defendant, and Favela must include more in hiplaint than that Defendants allegedly violated hi

Lz

constitutional rights. Therefore, we dismiss the instant action. All pending motions are denied as mqot.
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