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SUMMARY

The Southern District of Illinois denied Plaintiffs' motion to proceed in forma pauperis and dismissed
their complaint for lack of subject-matter jurisdiction. The court concluded that the claims concerning
alleged interference with efforts to obtain patents for theories involving quantum mechanics, relativity,
and astrophysics were frivolous or implausible, and that the complaint failed to establish diversity
jurisdiction for the asserted state-law tort claims.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiffs filed a complaint asserting tortious interference with contract
and tortious interference with business relations, along with a motion
for leave to proceed in forma pauperis. The district court screened the
complaint under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2) and dismissed it for lack of
federal subject-matter jurisdiction and failure to state a plausible
claim.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2), the court independently screened the
complaint to determine whether it was frivolous or malicious, failed to
state a claim, or sought monetary relief from an immune defendant.
The court applied the plausibility standard for failure to state a claim



and considered whether the allegations supplied a basis for federal
subject-matter jurisdiction.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unpublished and nonprecedential
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TOPICS

subject matter jurisdiction motions to dismiss civil procedure patent law sanctions

PRACTICE AREAS

civil procedure federal jurisdiction in forma pauperis screening patent-related claims tortious interference

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether plaintiffs should be permitted to proceed in forma pauperis under 28 U.S.C. § 1915.

2. Whether the complaint stated a plausible federal claim or otherwise established federal subject-matter
jurisdiction.

3. Whether the complaint established diversity jurisdiction for the asserted state-law tortious-interference
claims.

4. Whether the complaint was frivolous because the asserted federal claims lacked an arguable basis in law
or fact.

HOLDINGS

1. Leave to proceed in forma pauperis was denied because the complaint was subject to dismissal under 28
U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2)(B).

2. The complaint failed to state a plausible claim arising under federal law.

3. The complaint did not establish diversity jurisdiction or any other basis for federal subject-matter
jurisdiction over plaintiffs' state-law claims.

4. The complaint was dismissed for lack of jurisdiction, and the Clerk was directed to close the case and
enter judgment.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Upon review of the Complaint, the Court finds that Plaintiffs have failed to state any plausible claim arising
under federal law and have alleged no basis for the exercise of federal jurisdiction over any state-law
claims.” (Section II)



“For the aforementioned reasons, the Complaint is DISMISSED for lack of jurisdiction. The Court DIRECTS
the Clerk to close the case and to enter judgment accordingly.” (Section III)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiffs alleged that defendants interfered with their efforts to obtain a patent for purported theories concerning
quantum mechanics, special relativity, general relativity, and astrophysics. They sought, among other relief,
immediate issuance of patents and mandatory adoption of the plaintiff's theories. The complaint did not plead a
plausible federal claim, adequately allege the citizenship of the parties, or plead an amount in controversy
sufficient to support diversity jurisdiction.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiffs alleged that defendants wrongfully prevented them from obtaining a patent relating to theories
involving quantum mechanics, special relativity, general relativity, and astrophysics. After reviewing the
complaint under the mandatory in forma pauperis screening statute, the court denied leave to proceed in forma
pauperis, dismissed the complaint, directed the Clerk to close the case, and ordered judgment entered.

DISPOSITION

dismissed
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