UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF MICHIGAN
SOUTHERN DIVISION
KlZZY NICKERSON,
Plaintiff, Civil Action No. 14-CV-13255
VS. HON. BERNARD A. FRIEDMAN
JESSICA TAYLOR,

Defendant.
/

OPINION AND ORDER GRANTING PL AINTIFF'S APPLICATION TO
PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS AND DISMISSING THE COMPLAINT

This matter is presently before the Courptaintiff's application to proceed in forma
pauperis. For the following reasons, the Court ghatirant the application and therefore allow the
complaint to be filed without prepayment oétfiling fee, and (2) disiaes the complaint because
it is frivolous and/or fails to state a claim upon which relief may be granted.

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1915(a)(1), the Court may permit a person to commence a
lawsuit without prepaying the filing fee, providind person submits an affidavit demonstrating that
he/she “is unable to pay such fees or give sgctirerefor.” In the present case, plaintiff's
application to proceed in forma pauperis makesdfaired showing of indigece. The Court shall
therefore grant the application and permit the complaint to be filed without requiring plaintiff to
prepay the filing fee.

Pro se complaints are held to “less strimgggandards” than those drafted by lawyers.
Hainesv. Kerner, 404 U.S. 519, 520 (1972). Nonetheless(ibert is required by statute to dismiss
an in forma pauperis complaint if it

(i) is frivolous or malicious;
(i) fails to state a claim on which relief may be granted; or



(iif) seeks monetary relief against a defendant who is immune from
such relief.

28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2)(B). A complaint is frivolafi&it lacks an arguable basis either in law or
in fact.” Neitzke v. Williams, 490 U.S. 319, 325 (1989). To avaigmissal for failure to state a
claim, “a complaint must contain sufficient factostter, accepted as true, to state a claim to relief
that is plausible on its faceCenter for Bio-Ethical Reform, Inc. v. Napolitano, 648 F.3d 365, 369
(6™ Cir. 2011) (citations and internal quotations omdifteFurther, the Court is required to dismiss
the complaint, whether or not plaintiff is proceedindorma pauperis, if the court lacks subject
matter jurisdiction.See Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(h)(3).
Inthe present case, the complaint is ettitlegible and incompigensible. It makes
no sense whatsoever and gives no hint as to the nature of the allegations or claims, the identity of

the parties, a jurisdictional basis, or the relief sought. Accordingly,

IT IS ORDERED that plaintiff's application for leave to proceed in forma pauperis

is granted. The complaint is filed and the filing fee need not be prepaid.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the complaint is dismissed pursuant to 28 U.S.C.
§ 1915(e)(2)(B).
S/ Bernard A. Friedman

Dated: August 26, 2014 BERNARD A. FRIEDMAN
Detroit, Michigan SENIOR UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




