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UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY

MATTHEW BALLISTER, I,
Civil Action No. 16-1691 (ES)
Plaintiff,
V. ; MEMORANDUM OPINION
DR. JUNAID R. SHAIKH, et al.,

Defendants.

It appearing that:

1. Plaintiff MatthewJ. Ballister (“Plaintiff”) filed the original Complaint in this matter
with a fellow prisoner, Abraham Roman, alleging claims against Defeidadtnaid R. Shaikh
regarding his cause of death determinations in their respective state kcasies (See Roman
v. Shaikh Civil Action No. 15-4257)

2. In an Opinion and Order entered March 28, 2016, this Court severed the aflaims
Plaintiff and dismissed them in their entiretyld.( D.E. Nos. 21, 22). The Court granted
permission for Plaintiff to file an amended complaintd.)( Afteranextension of time, Plaintiff
filed said Amended Complaint. (D.E. No. 9).

3. Pursuant to thé&ederal Rules of Civil Procedura,complaintmustcontain “a short
and plain statement of the claim showing that the pleader is entitled to rekef.”R. Civ. P.
8(a)(2). “Each allegation must be simple, concise, and dire¢EDb. R. Civ. P. 8(d)(1). The
purpose of the compldirs to “give the defendant fair notice of what the ... claim is and the grounds

upon which it rests.” Erickson v. Pardyss51 U.S. 89, 93 (2007) (per curiam) (quotiejl Atl.
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Corp. v. Twombly550 U.S. 544, 558007)). The plaintiff must plead factual content that states
a claim to relief that is plausible on its facé&shcroft v. Igbal556 U.S. 662, 678 (2009).

4. The Amended Complaint filed in this matter consists of 134 pages and over 300 pages
of exhibits raising claims against Dr. Shaikh, New Jersey Superior Court Metgee Union
County and the Union County Medical Examiners’ Officdd.)( The AmendedComphint
contains repetitive allegationspanning dozens of pages, and includasyseemingly unrelated
facts. Moreover, ipresentsegal conclusions as facts and ignores the findings of this Court in its
initial screening Opinion and Order.

5.In this District, courtshave dismissed far shorter complawithout prejudicebecause
they did not comply with the “short and plain statement” requirement of Rule &gg.e.qg,
Melleady v. BlakeNo. 1131807, 2011 WL 6303245, at+910 (D.N.J. Dec.15, 20)Xdismissing
a 106page complaint for failure to comply with Rule 8(a)JEnezia v. Union Cnty. Prosecutor's
Office No. 166692, 2011 WL 2148818, at *1 (D.N.J. May 31, 2011) (dismissing-pdife
complaint, with 200 pages of exhibits, for failing to comply with Rules 8(a), 8(d)18(b));
Rogers v. MorriceNo. 127910, 2013 WL 356196, at *1 (D.N.J. Jan. 29, 2q@i3missing a 217
page with 195 pages of exhibits for failing to comply with Rule 8(a)).

6. This Court will accordingly dismiss tiemendedComplaint for failure to comply with
Rule 8(a)(2). The dismissal is withat prejudice to the filing of a secominended complaint,
within 30 days of the date of the entry of the Order accompanying this Opinion, whitbribess
“short and plairstatement of the claim showing that the pleader is entitled to relled5. R. Civ.

P. 8(a)(2) and otherwise complies with the Court’s March 2016 Opinion and Order.



7. An appropriate order follows.

s/Esther Salas
Esther Salas, U.S.D.J.




