UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF

CALIFORNIA

Casterlow v. Chmielewski

No. 2:25-cv-1316-JDP (P), United States District Court for the Eastern District of California (May 20, 2025)

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of California screened a pro se detainee's 42

U.S.C. § 1983 complaint alleging theft of mail and property, eviction from a halfway house, and

towing of an RV. The court held that the complaint failed to allege that defendants acted under color of

state law, granted leave to proceed in forma pauperis, and dismissed the complaint with leave to

amend. Plaintiff was ordered to file an amended complaint or notice of voluntary dismissal within

thirty days.
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2:25-cv-1316-JDP (P)

dismissed

Screening order on a pro se pretrial detainee's in forma pauperis civil-
rights complaint under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e).

The complaint was screened under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e), and the court
applied the Rule 8(a)(2) plausibility standard, liberally construing the
pro se pleading while requiring allegations sufficient to state an

enforceable claim for relief.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED
1. Whether the complaint stated a cognizable claim under 42 U.S.C. § 1983.

2. Whether the complaint should be dismissed under the in forma pauperis screening requirements for

failure to state a claim.

3. Whether plaintiff should be granted leave to amend.

HOLDINGS

1. The complaint failed to state a cognizable § 1983 claim because it did not allege that defendants acted

under color of state law.

2. The complaint was dismissed for failure to state a claim under the court's mandatory in forma pauperis
screening authority.

3. Plaintiff was granted leave to file an amended complaint within thirty days or alternatively file a notice

of voluntary dismissal without prejudice.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The traditional definition of acting under color of state law requires that the defendant in a § 1983 action
have exercised power ‘possessed by virtue of state law and made possible only because the wrongdoer is
clothed with the authority of state law.”” (at 1)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff was a pretrial detainee living at a halfway house. He alleged that defendants stole his mail and property,
evicted him, and towed his recreational vehicle. The court found the allegations insufficient because plaintiff did
not allege that defendants acted under color of state law.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff filed a § 1983 complaint alleging that defendants evicted him from a halfway house, stole his mail and
property, and towed his RV. The court granted leave to proceed in forma pauperis, screened the complaint,
dismissed it for failure to state a claim, and granted thirty days to amend or voluntarily dismiss before

recommending dismissal of the action.
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