UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF
MICHIGAN, SOUTHERN DIVISION

Tracey Vinson v. Dayanara Sanchez

Vinson - No. 2:25-cv-14010 - Decided December 17, 2025

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of Michigan granted Tracey Vinson’s

application to proceed in forma pauperis but summarily dismissed her 42 U.S.C. § 1983 complaint
against Dayanara Sanchez under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2)(B). The court held that the complaint lacked

sufficient factual allegations to state a plausible claim involving alleged medical malpractice and

fraud, and noted that revocation of a medical license was outside the court’s authority.

CASE DETAILS

COURT

WRITING FOR THE COURT

JURISDICTION

DECIDED

DOCKET

DISPOSITION

PROCEDURAL POSTURE

STANDARD OF REVIEW

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE

PARTIES

United States District Court for the Eastern District of Michigan,

Southern Division
Brandy R. McMillion

United States District Court for the Eastern District of Michigan,

Southern Division
December 17, 2025
2:25-cv-14010
dismissed

Pro se plaintiff filed a civil-rights action under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 and
sought leave to proceed in forma pauperis. The district court granted in
forma pauperis status but summarily dismissed the complaint under 28
U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2)(B) for failure to state a claim.

The court reviewed the in forma pauperis complaint under 28 U.S.C. §
1915(e)(2)(B), accepting the allegations for purposes of screening and
applying the pleading standards of Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 8
and Bell Atlantic Corp. v. Twombly and Ashcroft v. Igbal. Because the
plaintiff proceeded pro se, the court construed the pleadings liberally

but did not supply missing facts or claims.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED
1. Whether the complaint stated a plausible claim for relief under 42 U.S.C. § 1983.

2. Whether the complaint should be summarily dismissed under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2)(B) for failure to

state a claim.

3. Whether the district court could revoke the defendant's Michigan medical license.

HOLDINGS

1. The complaint failed to state a plausible § 1983 claim because it did not allege sufficient facts showing
that Sanchez, acting under color of state law, deprived Vinson of a right secured by the Constitution or
federal law.

2. The court was required to summarily dismiss the in forma pauperis complaint because it failed to state a

claim upon which relief could be granted.

3. The district court could not revoke Sanchez's medical license because that authority is reserved to

Michigan's Board of Licensing and Regulatory Affairs.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The mandated liberal construction . . . means that if a court can reasonably read the pleadings to state a
valid claim on which the plaintiff could prevail, it should do so, but a district court may not rewrite a

complaint to include claims that were never presented.” (Opinion and Order, screening standard)

“Accordingly, although the Court would GRANT Plaintiff’s request to proceed in forma pauperis (ECF No.
2), the Complaint is SUMMARILY DISMISSED for failure to state a claim upon which relief can be granted.”

(Opinion and Order, conclusion)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Vinson alleged that Sanchez violated Vinson's civil rights by committing medical malpractice and fraud. The
complaint did not provide sufficient factual detail to identify what conduct Sanchez undertook, what legal rights
were allegedly violated, or why Sanchez was liable under federal law. Vinson sought $500,000,000 in damages

and revocation of Sanchez's medical license.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Vinson filed a complaint alleging that Sanchez committed medical malpractice and fraud in violation of Vinson's
civil rights, seeking $500,000,000 in damages and revocation of Sanchez's medical license. The court granted

Vinson's application to proceed without prepaying fees and costs, but dismissed the complaint sua sponte



because it lacked sufficient factual allegations to state a plausible claim and because the court lacked authority to

revoke a Michigan medical license.
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