UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF
CALIFORNIA

Torres v. St. Andre, et al.

Torres + No. 2:24-cv-2447-JDP (P) - Decided August 4, 2025

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of California dismisses plaintiff Abraham L.
Torres’s prisoner civil-rights complaint with leave to amend. The court finds that the complaint is
difficult to understand, fails to provide each of eighteen defendants fair notice of the claims, and
includes retaliation claims that do not appear sufficiently related to the medical-care claims. Plaintiff is

given thirty days to file an amended complaint or voluntarily dismiss the action.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the complaint satisfied the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure by providing each defendant fair
notice of the claims and the grounds on which relief was sought.

2. Whether the complaint stated claims sufficiently related to one another to proceed in the same action.

3. Whether the complaint should be dismissed under the prisoner-screening requirements of 28 U.S.C. §

1915A, and whether leave to amend should be granted.

HOLDINGS

1. The complaint failed to comply with Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 8 because its disorganized,

repetitive, and unclear allegations did not give each defendant fair notice of the claims asserted against
that defendant.

2. The retaliation claims arising from alleged December 2024 conduct did not appear sufficiently related to

the claims concerning inadequate medical care to proceed in the same action.

3. The complaint was dismissed with leave to amend, and plaintiff was given a final opportunity to file an
intelligible complaint complying with the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Accordingly, I will dismiss the complaint with leave to amend, so that plaintiff may file an intelligible
complaint that complies with the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.” (at 1)

“Based on these deficiencies, the pleading fails to give each defendant fair notice of the claims against him or

her, as the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure require.” (at 2)

“These claims do not appear sufficiently related to his other claims for inadequate medical care to proceed in

the same suit.” (at 2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff alleged that he contracted COVID-19 in August 2024 after being forced to share a cell with an infected
inmate. He asserted claims against eighteen defendants, but the complaint lacked coherent paragraphing and
claim organization, repeated allegations, and did not clearly identify how each defendant was involved. Plaintiff
also alleged that defendants retaliated against him in December 2024 by destroying his property, placing him in a
holding cage for an extended period, and imposing other adverse consequences.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff filed a complaint against eighteen defendants alleging violations of his rights, including claims arising
from contracting COVID-19 after being housed with an infected inmate and later retaliation claims. On
screening, the district court found the pleading unintelligible, insufficiently organized to provide fair notice, and
apparently joined claims that were not sufficiently related. The court dismissed the complaint with leave to
amend and permitted plaintiff either to file an amended complaint or voluntarily dismiss the action without

prejudice.
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