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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO
HAKEEM SULTAANA, ) CASE NO. 1:15CV 382
)
Plaintiff, ) JUDGE DONALD C. NUGENT
)
V. )
) MEMORANDUM OF OPINION
PETER J. CORRIGAN, et al., ) AND ORDER
)
Defendants. )

On March 2, 2015, plaintiff pro se Hakeem Sultaana, an inmate at Lake Erie Correctional
Institution, filed this civil rights action against Judge Peter Corrigan, John Jerman, Cuyahoga
County, Hilary Wood, John Doe, and Richard Williamson. The complaint, which seeks monetary
relief, alleges plaintiff’s bond was improperly revoked in violation of Ohio statutes. Plaintiff also
appears to assert that he was unlawfully in the Ohio Court of Common Pleas. For the reasons stated
below, this action is dismissed pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e).

Although pro se pleadings are liberally construed, Boag v. MacDougall, 454 U.S. 364, 365
(1982) (per curiam); Haines v. Kerner, 404 U.S. 519, 520 (1972), the district court is required to
dismiss an action under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e) if it fails to state a claim upon which relief can be
granted, or if it lacks an arguable basis in law or fact.! Neitzke v. Williams, 490 U.S. 319 (1989);
Lawlerv. Marshall, 898 F.2d 1196 (6th Cir. 1990); Sistrunk v. City of Strongsville, 99 F.3d 194, 197
(6th Cir. 1996).

: A claim may be dismissed sua sponte, without prior notice to the plaintiff and without service

of process on the defendant, if the court explicitly states that it is invoking section 1915(e) [formerly
28 U.S.C. § 1915(d)] and is dismissing the claim for one of the reasons set forth in the statute.
McGorev. Wrigglesworth, 114 F.3d 601, 608-09 (6th Cir. 1997); Spruytte v. Walters, 753 F.2d 498,
500 (6th Cir. 1985), cert. denied, 474 U.S. 1054 (1986); Harris v. Johnson, 784 F.2d 222, 224 (6th
Cir. 1986); Brooks v. Seiter, 779 F.2d 1177, 1179 (6th Cir. 1985).
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A cause of action fails to state a claim upon which relief may be granted when it lacks
“plausibility in the complaint.” Bell At. Corp. V. Twombly, 550 U.S. 544, 564 (2007). A pleading
must contain a “short and plain statement of the claim showing that the pleader is entitled to relief.”
Asheroft v. Igbal, 556 U.S. 662, 677-78 (2009). The factual allegations in the pleading must be
sufficient to raise the right to relief above the speculative level on the assumption that all the
allegations in the complaint are true. Twombly, 550 U.S. at 555. The plaintiff is not required to
include detailed factual allegations, but must provide more than “an unadorned,
the-defendant-unlawfully-harmed-me accusation.” Igbal, 556 U.S. at 678 (2009). A pleading that
offers legal conclusions or a simple recitation of the elements of a cause of action will not meet this
pleading standard. /d.

Even construing the complaint liberally in a light most favorable to the plaintiff, Brand v.
Motley, 526 F.3d 921, 924 (6™ Cir. 2008), it does not contain allegations reasonably suggesting he
might have a valid federal claim against the named defendants. See, Lillard v. Shelby County Bd.
of Educ,, 76 F.3d 716 (6th Cir. 1996)(court not required to accept summary allegations or
unwarranted legal conclusions in determining whether complaint states a claim for relief). Further,
to the extent he seeks to challenge his convictions and confinement, “his sole federal remedy is a writ
of habeas corpus.” Preiser v. Rodriguez, 411 U.S. 475,501 (1973). Finally, absent allegations that
criminal proceedings terminated in plaintiff's favor or that a conviction stemming from the asserted
violation of his rights was reversed, expunged by executive order, declared invalid by a state
tribunal, or called into question by a federal court's issuance of a writ of habeas corpus, he may not
recover damages for this claim. Heck v. Humphrey, 512 U.S. 477, 487 (1994).

Accordingly, this action is dismissed under section 1915(e). The court certifies, pursuant to

28 U.S.C. § 1915(a)(3), that an appeal from this decision could not be taken in good faith.

ITIS SO ORDERED. ‘
mald @ Juost dly's

DONALD C. NUGENT
UNITED STATES DISTRICGT JUDGE
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