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SUMMARY

The court screens pro se plaintiff Jamie James's amended 42 U.S.C. § 1983 complaint concerning his
September 2023 arrest, shooting, hospital detention, and interrogation. It permits excessive-force,
excessive pre-arraignment detention, false-imprisonment, and Sixth Amendment right-to-counsel
claims to proceed against specified defendants, while dismissing the remaining claims without further
leave to amend.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Screening of a pro se prisoner's amended 42 U.S.C. § 1983 complaint
under 28 U.S.C. §§ 1915(e)(2)(B) and 1915A.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Under 28 U.S.C. §§ 1915(e)(2)(B) and 1915A, the court must dismiss
a prisoner complaint that is frivolous, malicious, fails to state a claim,
or seeks monetary relief from an immune defendant. The court accepts
the plaintiff's allegations as true and construes a pro se complaint
liberally; leave to amend may be denied where amendment would be
futile or the plaintiff has already had an opportunity to amend.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unpublished district court decision
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the amended complaint plausibly stated a Fourth Amendment excessive-force claim against
Officer Vandemar.



2. Whether the allegations plausibly stated Fourth Amendment excessive-pre-arraignment-detention and
New York false-imprisonment claims against the defendants other than Vandemar.

3. Whether the allegations plausibly stated a Sixth Amendment right-to-counsel claim against Detectives
MacKenzie and Klein.

4. Whether the amended complaint stated official-capacity municipal-liability claims under § 1983.

5. Whether the amended complaint stated Fifth Amendment custodial-interrogation, First Amendment
access-to-courts, or New York negligent-infliction-of-emotional-distress claims.

HOLDINGS

1. The amended complaint plausibly alleged an excessive-force claim against Officer Vandemar, and that
claim may proceed to service.

2. The amended complaint plausibly alleged excessive pre-arraignment detention claims against all
defendants except Vandemar, and those claims may proceed to service.

3. The amended complaint plausibly alleged a right-to-counsel claim against Detectives MacKenzie and
Klein, and that claim may proceed to service.

4. The amended complaint plausibly alleged false imprisonment against all defendants except Vandemar,
and the claim may proceed to service.

5. The amended complaint did not plausibly allege official-capacity claims because it did not identify a
City of Rochester policy or custom that caused the alleged constitutional violations; those claims were
dismissed.

6. The amended complaint failed to state a Fifth Amendment custodial-interrogation claim and that claim
was dismissed.

7. The amended complaint failed to state an access-to-courts claim and that claim was dismissed.

8. The amended complaint failed to state a negligent-infliction-of-emotional-distress claim and that claim
was dismissed.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Plaintiff's remaining claims are dismissed without further leave to amend.” (at 10)

“Plaintiff's Fourth Amendment excessive force claim against VanDeMar; Fourth Amendment excessive pre-
arraignment detention and false imprisonment claims against all defendants except VanDeMar; and Sixth
Amendment right to counsel claim against Mackenzie and Klein shall proceed to service” (at 10)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

On September 25, 2023, Rochester police Officer Nicholas Vandemar pursued James after a traffic stop, tased
and punched him, placed a service weapon under his chin, and shot him under the chin. James was hospitalized
and remained handcuffed to a hospital bed under guard until October 6, 2023. Detectives Andrew MacKenzie
and Matthew Klein interrogated him in the hospital while he was unable to speak, and James wrote that he



needed a lawyer; he alleged that he remained in custody without a felony complaint or formal charges while the
investigation and grand-jury process continued.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

James filed a § 1983 action concerning his September 2023 arrest and detention and was granted in forma
pauperis status. The court's initial screening order allowed certain Fourth and Sixth Amendment claims to
proceed, dismissed a state-law claim with prejudice, dismissed other claims with leave to amend, and denied
motions for appointed counsel and custody-time calculations. After James filed an amended complaint, the court
permitted specified excessive-force, excessive-pre-arraignment-detention, false-imprisonment, and right-to-
counsel claims to proceed to service and dismissed the remaining claims without further leave to amend.
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