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Robert Michael Lindblad appeals pro se from the district court’s judgment
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dismissing his 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action alleging a variety of police misconduct.
We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291. We review de novo. Thompson v.
Paul, 547 F.3d 1055, 1058 (9th Cir. 2008) (dismissal under Fed. R. Civ. P.
12(b)(6)); Pickern v. Pier 1 Imports (U.S.), Inc., 457 F.3d 963, 968 (9th Cir. 2006)
(dismissal for failure to comply with Fed. R. Civ. P. 8). We affirm.

The district court properly dismissed Lindblad’s action because after an
opportunity to amend, Lindblad’s operative complaint failed to comply with Rule
8. See Fed. R. Civ. P. 8(a)(2) (a pleading must contain “a short and plain statement
of the claim showing that a pleader is entitled to relief”); Hatch v. Reliance Ins.
Co., 758 F.2d 409, 415 (9th Cir. 1985) (upholding a Rule 8(a) dismissal of a
complaint that “exceeded 70 pages in length, [and was] confusing and
conclusory”); Nevijel v. N. Coast Life Ins. Co., 651 F.2d 671, 674 (9th Cir. 1981)
(a complaint that is “verbose, confusing and conclusory” violates Rule 8).

We reject as without merit Lindblad’s contentions concerning a default
judgment, sanctions, and slip opinions.

All pending motions are denied.

AFFIRMED.
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