UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF
TENNESSEE

Hazeem Bey v. Officer Austin Brewster, et al.

Bey - No. 3:25-CV-49-TAV-DCP - Decided February 6, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of Tennessee grants Hazeem Bey leave to
proceed in forma pauperis and dismisses his amended civil rights complaint. The court concludes that
the complaint does not plausibly allege claims involving arrest, excessive force, failure to intervene,
denial of medical care, conditions of confinement, due process, equal protection, municipal liability, or
related state-law claims. The action concerns events following a January 29, 2025 traffic accident and

arrest in Knoxville, Tennessee.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Pro se plaintiff filed an amended civil-rights complaint under 42

U.S.C. § 1983 and moved to proceed in forma pauperis. The district
court granted in forma pauperis status, screened the amended
complaint under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2)(B), dismissed the federal
claims for failure to state a claim, dismissed the state-law claims
without prejudice, and certified that an appeal would not be taken in
good faith.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2)(B), the court must dismiss an in forma
pauperis complaint that is frivolous or malicious, fails to state a claim,
or seeks relief from an immune defendant. The Rule 12(b)(6)
plausibility standard applies, requiring sufficient factual matter to state
a claim that is plausible on its face; conclusory allegations and
formulaic recitations of elements are insufficient. Pro se pleadings are

liberally construed.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Bey's amended complaint stated plausible Fourth Amendment claims for false arrest,

unreasonable seizure, unreasonable search, or excessive force.
2. Whether the amended complaint stated a plausible failure-to-intervene claim against Officer Doe.

3. Whether the amended complaint plausibly alleged denial or delay of medical care under the Fourth or

Fourteenth Amendment.

4. Whether the alleged detention conditions stated a Fourteenth Amendment conditions-of-confinement

claim.

5. Whether the allegations concerning continued detention, identification records, equal protection, and

stigma-plus stated plausible Fourteenth Amendment claims.

6. Whether the City of Knoxville and Knox County could be held municipally liable absent a plausibly

alleged underlying constitutional violation.

7. Whether the court should decline supplemental jurisdiction over the state-law claims after dismissing all

federal claims.

HOLDINGS

1. A court must dismiss an in forma pauperis complaint that is frivolous or malicious, fails to state a claim,

or seeks relief from an immune defendant, applying the Rule 12(b)(6) plausibility standard.

2. The amended complaint failed to plausibly allege that the officers lacked probable cause to arrest Bey or

that the vehicle search was unlawful.

3. The amended complaint failed to state a plausible excessive-force claim based on grabbing, handcuffing,

and placing Bey in a police vehicle.

4. A failure-to-intervene claim cannot proceed without an underlying constitutional violation, and Bey

failed to plausibly allege an unlawful seizure or excessive force.

5. The amended complaint failed to plausibly allege denial or delay of medical care under either the Fourth

or Fourteenth Amendment.



6. The allegations of cold temperatures, lack of bedding or furniture, sleeping on a dirty floor, insects, and
an unsanitary toilet for approximately sixty-one hours did not plausibly establish an objectively serious
deprivation or deliberate indifference.

7. Bey failed to state plausible claims based on allegedly prolonged detention, delayed probable-cause

review, misidentification in records, disparate treatment, or being labeled a sovereign citizen.

8. The claims against the City of Knoxville and Knox County failed because the complaint did not

plausibly allege an underlying constitutional violation.

9. After dismissing all federal claims, the court properly declined to exercise supplemental jurisdiction

over the state-law claims and dismissed them without prejudice.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Because Plaintiff’s lawsuit seeks redress from governmental officers, and because Plaintiff proceeded in

forma pauperis, the district court screened Plaintiff’s complaint as required by §§ 1915A and 1915(e)(2)(B).”

“To survive an initial review, a complaint “must contain sufficient factual matter, accepted as true, to ‘state a
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claim to relief that is plausible on its face.

“A claim under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 requires a plaintiff to establish that a person acting under color of state law
deprived him a federal right.”

“No constitutional violation means no municipal liability.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Bey alleged that after his vehicle was rear-ended in Knoxville on January 29, 2025, Officers Austin Brewster and
John Doe demanded identification and insurance information, seized and handcuffed him, placed him in a police
vehicle, and searched his vehicle. He alleged delayed medical treatment, an involuntary hold at a hospital, and
approximately sixty-one hours of confinement in cold and allegedly unsanitary conditions at the Roger D.
Wilson Detention Facility. He also alleged that officials recorded him under a different name and treated him
adversely because of his claimed Moorish American identity. The court concluded that the allegations lacked

sufficient factual detail to make the asserted constitutional violations plausible.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Bey initially filed a civil-rights complaint and a motion to proceed in forma pauperis. The court ordered him to
file an amended complaint containing a short and plain statement of relevant facts, after which he filed the
amended complaint. On screening, the court found that the pleading's factual allegations were insufficiently
specific and dismissed all federal claims; it declined supplemental jurisdiction over the state-law claims.

DISPOSITION

dismissed
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