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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Northern District of Indiana dismissed Sanchez Martin’s
prisoner civil-rights action under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A for failure to state a claim. The court held that
Martin’s allegations concerning an alleged relationship between a magistrate judge and prosecutor
were too sparse and did not overcome applicable judicial and prosecutorial immunities or establish a
viable claim under Heck v. Humphrey. The court also concluded that Martin’s later letter did not
remedy the deficiencies in his complaint.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Martin's complaint and subsequent letter stated a plausible claim under 42 U.S.C. § 1983.

2. Whether the claims were barred by absolute judicial or prosecutorial immunity.

3. Whether any malicious-prosecution or conspiracy claim was barred by Heck v. Humphrey because
Martin did not establish that his conviction had been reversed, expunged, or otherwise invalidated.

4. Whether the action should be dismissed under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A after Martin failed to file a proper
amended complaint.

HOLDINGS

1. Martin failed to state any plausible claim because his allegations were too sparse, vague, and speculative
to identify actionable conduct or establish the elements of his asserted constitutional claims.

2. The complaint could not proceed against defendants whose alleged conduct fell within absolute
prosecutorial or judicial immunity.

3. Any claim that would necessarily imply the invalidity of Martin's conviction could not proceed unless
the conviction had been reversed, expunged, or otherwise declared invalid.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Simply put, even after being given an opportunity to do so, he has failed to state any plausible claims.” (at 3)

“Accordingly, this case is DISMISSED pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1915A for failure to state a claim upon which
relief can be granted.” (at 3)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Martin, a prisoner proceeding without counsel, alleged that Magistrate Judge Aric J. Rutkowski and Prosecutor
Sarah B. Troyer had an improper relationship while his criminal case was pending. He claimed that the
relationship led to a conspiracy to remove him from society through a criminal conviction, violating his Sixth
and Fourteenth Amendment rights. He supplied no details about the defendants' acts, the underlying criminal
case, the effect on him, or whether his conviction had been invalidated.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The court previously screened Martin's complaint and granted him until December 18, 2025, to file an amended
complaint, warning that failure to do so would result in dismissal under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A. Martin instead filed
an unsigned letter attempting to explain his claims. The court considered the letter as a possible amendment but
concluded that the allegations remained insufficient and dismissed the action for failure to state a claim.
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