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MEMORANDUM*

Appeal from the United States District Court

for the Eastern District of Washington

Lonny R. Suko, Chief District Judge, Presiding

Submitted January 10, 2011**  

Before: BEEZER, TALLMAN, and CALLAHAN, Circuit Judges.

George Bartz, a Washington state prisoner, appeals pro se from the district

court’s judgment dismissing his action alleging that defendants deducted military

retirement benefits from his inmate trust account in violation of his constitutional

rights.  We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291.  We review de novo a
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dismissal under the screening provisions of 28 U.S.C. §§ 1915(e) and 1915A for

failure to state a claim.  Resnick v. Hayes, 213 F.3d 443, 447 (9th Cir. 2000);

Barren v. Harrington, 152 F.3d 1193, 1194 (9th Cir. 1998) (order).

We vacate the judgment and remand to the district court with instructions to

appoint counsel and direct service of the first amended complaint, so that the case

may proceed to consideration on the merits beyond the screening stage.

VACATED and REMANDED.

http://www.westlaw.com/find/default.wl?rs=CLWP3.0&vr=2.0&cite=213+F.3d+443

