


2. The I  al standard used when screening prisoner cases is identical to the
Rule 12(b)(6) dismissal standard. See Tourscher v. McCullough, 184 F.3d 236, 240 (3d
( .1999). Nothing has changed since the amended complaint was screened. In

jition, the Court must liberally construe the amended complaint. In doing so, | find its
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:gations sufficient to withstand the instant motion to dismiss and, therefore, | will deny
Defendant’s motion to dismiss the amended complaint

3. On June 3, 2019, Plaintiff filed a motion for leave to file a second
¢ ended complaint and provided the Court with a proposed copy. (D.l. 18). Defendant
¢ Jo0ses the motion and argues that the proposed second amended complaint fails to
¢ te a claim upon which relief may be granted. Once again, the Court liberally
construes the allegations in the proposed second amended complaint and finds they
« ffice to withstand Defendant’s opposition. | will grant Plaintiff's motion for leave to file
¢ second amended complaint and will order that the Clerk of Court file the proposed

s~cond amended complaint.



