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MEMORANDUM OPINION

This matter comes before the Court on review of plaintiff’s application to proceed in
Jorma pauperis and pro se civil complaint. The Court will grant the application, and dismiss the
complaint.

The Court has reviewed plaintiff’s complaint, keeping in mind that complaints filed by
pro se litigants are held to less stringent standards than those applied to formal pleadings drafted

by lawyers. See Haines v. Kerner, 404 U S. 5 19, 520 (1972). Even pro se litigants, however,



It appears that plaintiff has submitted documents to the Attorney General, among other
federal government officials, and that he has not received a response to his submission. He now
claims an entitlement to damages of $45,000 plus an award of attorney fees and costs. The
nature of the documents plaintiff submitted is not clear, and the complaint does not articulate a
basis for plaintiff’s demand for relief. Nor is the basis for the Court’s jurisdiction stated in the
complaint. For these reasons, the complaint will be dismissed without prejudice for its failure to

comply with Rule 8(a). An Order consistent with this Memorandum Opinion is issued
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separately.
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