UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
DI STRI CT OF CONNECTI CUT
MARI ANO RODRI GUEZ,
Plaintiff,
V. ; CASE NO. 3:04CV715 (RNC)

FAI RFI ELD POLI CE
DEPARTMENT, et al .,

Def endant s.

ORDER

Mari ano Rodriguez brings this action pro se against the
Fairfield Police Departnment and ei ght other defendants.! Because
plaintiff's amended conplaint fails to neet the requirenents of Rule
8(a)(2) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, it will be dism ssed
and plaintiff will be given an opportunity to file a second anended
conpl aint that nmeets those requirenents.

Rule 8(a)(2) requires that a conplaint contain a "short and
pl ain statenent of the claimshowing that the pleader is entitled to
relief.” This rule is designed to ensure that defendants have fair
notice of the clains to enable themto answer and prepare for trial.

Sal ahuddin v. Cuonp, 861 F.2d 40, 42 (2d Cir. 1988). \Wen a

conplaint fails to conply with this rule, the district court nay

! The other defendants are the United States, the Secret
Service, the Federal Bureau of Investigation, the Drug Enforcenent
Agency, the Departnment of Justice, the Departnent of Defense, the
Connecti cut Departnent of Honel and Security, and St. Vincent's
Hospi t al .



dismss it sua sponte. Simons v. Abruzzo, 49 F.3d 83, 86 (2d Cir.
1995). Dismssal is usually reserved for those cases in which the
conplaint is so unintelligible that its substance, if any, is well-
di sqguised. 1d.

Plaintiff's amended conplaint falls far short of neeting the
m ni nrum acceptabl e | evel of pleading under Rule 8(a)(2). All three
claims are unintelligible. It is inpossible to tell what any
defendant is alleged to have done wong. The statenents of facts are
i nconpr ehensi ble, and the other materials submtted by plaintiff
provide no clarification. Thus, the anended conplaint fails to
provide fair notice of the claims, and it is hard to i magi ne what
answer any of the defendants coul d nake.

VWhen a court dism sses a conmplaint for failure to conply with
Rule 8, it generally gives the plaintiff |eave to amend. Simons, 49
F.3d at 87. Accordingly, the court grants plaintiff thirty days from
the filing of this order to file a second anended conplaint. |[If no
such conplaint is filed by then, or if the second anended conpl ai nt
also fails to conply with Rule 8(a)(2), the action will be dism ssed
wi t hout further notice.

So ordered.

Dated at Hartford, Connecticut this __ day of May 2004.

Robert N. Chatigny
United States District Judge
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