UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF

WISCONSIN

Benedicta Fowlkes v. NBA/WNBA

Fowlkes - No. 26-CV-733 - Decided April 30, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of Wisconsin grants Benedicta Fowlkes’s

motion to proceed in forma pauperis. Applying 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2), the court concludes that the

complaint is frivolous and fails to present a credible federal claim. The court recommends dismissing

the action with prejudice and directs assignment to a district judge because the parties have not

consented to magistrate-judge jurisdiction.
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The court granted the plaintiff's motion to proceed in forma pauperis
and screened the complaint under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2). The
magistrate judge recommended that the complaint and action be
dismissed with prejudice and directed the Clerk to randomly assign the
matter to a district judge because all parties had not consented to

magistrate-judge jurisdiction.

Under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2), the court screened the complaint for
frivolousness, failure to state a claim, and claims seeking monetary
relief from an immune defendant. For failure to state a claim, the court
applied the standards governing a motion to dismiss under Federal
Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(6), including Rule 8(a)(2)'s plausibility

and fair-notice requirements.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED
1. Whether Fowlkes qualified to proceed in forma pauperis.
2. Whether the complaint was frivolous or failed to state a claim under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2).

3. Whether the complaint should be dismissed with prejudice without granting leave to amend because
amendment would be futile.

4. Whether the magistrate judge could finally resolve the action without the consent of all parties.

HOLDINGS

1. Fowlkes lacked the financial resources to prepay the fees and costs associated with the action, so her
motion to proceed in forma pauperis was granted.

2. The complaint was frivolous because its allegations were clearly baseless, fanciful, irrational, and

delusional and did not present a credible cause of action.

3. The complaint failed to allege facts supporting a federal claim or a credible cause of action, even when

liberally construed.

4. Leave to amend was unnecessary because any amendment would be futile in light of the baseless

allegations; dismissal with prejudice was recommended.

5. Because not all parties had consented to magistrate-judge jurisdiction, the magistrate judge could not

finally resolve the case and instead issued a recommendation to a district judge.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A claim is legally frivolous when it lacks an arguable basis either in law or in fact.” (Analysis, § 1)

“Fowlkes’s complaint is difficult to understand and checks each box for fanciful, irrational, and delusional.”

(Analysis, § 3)

“Because Fowlkes’s allegations are baseless, any amendment would be futile.” (Conclusion, § 4)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Fowlkes alleged that NBA/WNBA defendants had harassed her since birth, attempted to claim her good looks,

interfered with her employment and education, and caused her health and appearance to deteriorate. She sought
tens or hundreds of millions of dollars, several honorary degrees, restoration of her health and looks, and return
of a ranch home in Glendale. The court found the allegations fanciful, irrational, delusional, and lacking a

credible cause of action.



PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Benedicta Fowlkes filed a civil action against NBA/WNBA and moved to proceed without prepaying the filing
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allege a credible federal cause of action, recommended dismissal with prejudice, and advised the parties of the
procedure for objecting under 28 U.S.C. § 636(b)(1) and Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 72(b).
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