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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF ARKANSAS
EASTERN DIVISION

DETRICK D. CROSTON,

ADC #131172 PLAINTIFF

V. 2:11-cv-00006-JMM-JTK

DANNY BURL, et al. DEFENDANTS
ORDER

Plaintiff Detrick Croston, an mate incarcerated at the East Arkansas Regional Unit of the
Arkansas Department of Correction (ADC), (iléhis action against Defendants pursuant to 42
U.S.C. § 1983. Following the filing of his Origin@bmplaint, Plaintiff submitted an Amended
Complaint, adding four Defendants (Doc. No.Bjis Amended Complaint was not reviewed prior
to issuance of the Order directing service on the original Defendants (Doc. No. 4).

The Prison Litigation Reform Act (PLRA) requires federal courts to screen prisoner
complaints seeking relief against a governmestdity, officer, or employee. 28 U.S.C. §
1915A(a). The Court must dismiss a complainantion thereof if the prisoner has raised claims
that: (a) are legally frivolous or malicious; (bl ta state a claim upon which relief may be granted;
or (c) seek monetary relief from a defendartows immune from such relief. 28 U.S.C. §
1915(A)(b).

Having reviewed Plaintiffs Amended Complaint, the Court finds Plaintiff's allegations
against Defendants Polly James, Shelia Hendeshgrah Smith, and Janice Gray to be too vague
and conclusory to support a constitutional claimgfahem. Plaintiff alleges they are grievance
review officers and were aware of the unconsbnai actions of the other Defendants. However,

Plaintiff does not specifically state the unconstitutional actions of each of these new Defendants or
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how their actions relate to the claims asserted in his Original Complaint.

Accordingly, Plaintiff shall file a supersewj Amended Complaint which clearly sets forth
his claims against these four new Defendantthdimended Complaint, Plaintiff shall specifically
and clearly state the following(1) the name of each individuhpersonally involved in the
actions at issue in the compliat; (2) how each individual was personally involved in those
actions; and (3) how each individual violagd the Plaintiff's constitutional rights. Plaintiff must
set forth specific facts concerning the allegattombas set forth including, where applicable, dates,
times and places. Plaintiff alsaust explain how each of thesef®sdants’ actions relate to the
incidents complained about in his Original Complaint. Accordingly,

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that Ptiff shall file an Amended Complaint in
accordance with the above instructiovithin fifteen days of the dat# this Order. Failure to file
an Amended Complaint will result in dismiss@lDefendants James, Henderson, Smith and Gray
from his Complaint for failure to prosecute. S@eal Rule 5.5(c)(2).

IT IS SO ORDERED this oday of April, 2011.

JEROME T. KEARNEY
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE



