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INTHE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

GABRIEL BURRESS, )
Plaintiff, ;
V. ; Case No. CIV-15-439-R
POTTAWATOMIE COUNTY ;
PUBLIC SAFETY CENTER, etal., )
Defendants. ;
ORDER

Plaintiff filed a complaint alleging “ciV rights violations” and seeking “[e]ach
charge on [his] record to be overturnadd [rlemoved from [hisyecord as well as
[flinancial compensation for thieme in jail/prison, [m]entastress, and lost wages w/loss
of [jJob opportunity.” Doc. No. 1, at 6, EA, at 1. Before the Court is the Report and
Recommendation of United States Magistrdtelge Shon T. Erwin, Doc. No. 13,
Plaintiff's motion to appoint counsel, Bo No. 16, and Plaintiffs motion for an
extension of time to respond, Doc. No. The motion to appoint counsel is DENIED.
Judge Erwin recommends dismissing the complfan failure to comfy with Rule 8,
and giving Plaintiff twenty days file an amended complairi2oc. No. 13, at 6. Plaintiff
states in his motion fan extension of time that he is&king to [ajmend the complaint,

yet need[s] money to pay for copies to revigwecific given info aso the detail of the

! See Swazo v. Wyoming Dep't of Corr. State Penitentiary Wag$ef.3d 332, 333 (10th Cir. 1994)
(“We agree with the district court to the exterdttthere is no constitutional right to counsel beyond the
appeal of a criminal convictionnd that generally appointment afunsel in a 8 2254 proceeding is left
to the court’s discretion.” (citations omitted)).
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[a]Jmendment.” Doc.No. 17, at £ The undersigned has reviewed the Report and
Recommendation and finds no basis thefemrejecting the welleasoned decision of
the Magistrate Judge. As such, the Repod Recommendation sereby ADOPTED,
with the following changes. &htiff’'s motion for an extensioof time is GRANTED; he
shall have until Friday, Octobe, 2015 to filean amended complaint that corrects the
deficiencies noted in the Report andcBemendation. If Plaintiff does not file an
amended complaint by thattda his complaint will be disissed for failue to comply
with the pleading requements of Rule 8.

IT IS SO ORDERED this Ziday of August, 2015.

" Ll o fpase £/

DAVID L. RUSSELL
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

2 Because Plaintiff seeks to file an amended coimipénd acknowledges in his motion “the [flaultiness
of [his] record,” Doc. No. 17, the Court construeaiftiff’'s motion as a request for an extension of time
to file an amended complaint, not as a requestaforextension of time to object to the Report and
Recommendation.



