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UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOURI
EASTERN DIVISION
ARTHUR THOMAS REED,
Plaintiff,
V. No. 4:10CV 2230 JCH

ST. LOUIS BOARD OF POLICE
COMMISSIONERS, et al.,

N N N N N N N N N N

Defendants.

MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

Thismatter isbefore the Court on plaintiff’s motion to amend his complaint by interlineation.
The Court does not accept amendments by interlineation. If plaintiff wishesto amend hiscomplaint,
he must include with his motion to amend a proposed complaint that includes each and every claim
he wishes to bring against every defendant in this action. Plaintiff is warned that the filing of an
amended complaint replaces the original complaint, and claims that are not realleged are deemed

abandoned. E.q., Inre Wireless Telephone Federal Cost Recovery Fees Litigation, 396 F.3d 922,

928 (8th Cir. 2005).

Accordingly,

IT ISHEREBY ORDERED that plaintiff’s motion for leave to amend [Doc. #34] is
DENIED without prgjudice.

Dated this 3rd day of February, 2011.

/s/ Jean C. Hamilton
JEAN C. HAMILTON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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