
 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

JACKSONVILLE DIVISION 
 
PATRICK NATHANIEL REED, 
 
 Plaintiff, 
 
v. Case No. 3:22-cv-1059-TJC-PDB 
 
BRANDEL EUGENE CHAMBLEE, 
TGC, LLC, DAMON HACK, 
BENJAMIN SHANE BACON, 
EAMON LYNCH, GOLFWEEK, and 
GANNETT CO., INC., 
 
 Defendants. 
  

O R D E R  

This case is before the Court on Plaintiff Patrick Nathaniel Reed’s 

Complaint. (Doc. 1). The Court previously inquired into the basis of subject 

matter jurisdiction in this case and upon review of the parties’ filings the Court 

is satisfied that diversity jurisdiction is appropriate here. (Docs. 14, 16, 24, 25). 

However, the Complaint is still due to be dismissed. 

First, the Complaint is a shotgun pleading. There are four types of 

shotgun pleadings: 

[1] The most common type—by a long shot—is a complaint 
containing multiple counts where each count adopts the allegations 
of all preceding counts, causing each successive count to carry all 
that came before and the last count to be a combination of the entire 
complaint. [2] The next most common type . . . is a complaint 
that . . . is guilty of the venial sin of being replete with conclusory, 
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vague, and immaterial facts not obviously connected to any 
particular cause of action. [3] The third type of shotgun pleading is 
one that commits the sin of not separating into a different count 
each cause of action or claim for relief. [4] Fourth, and finally, there 
is the relatively rare sin of asserting multiple claims against 
multiple defendants without specifying which of the defendants are 
responsible for which acts or omissions, or which of the defendants 
the claim is brought against. 

Weiland v. Palm Beach Cnty. Sheriff’s Off., 792 F.3d 1313, 1321–23 (11th Cir. 

2015). Most importantly, “[t]he unifying characteristic of all types of shotgun 

pleadings is that they fail to one degree or another, and in one way or another, 

to give the defendants adequate notice of the claims against them and the 

grounds upon which each claim rests.” Id. at 1323. Reed’s Complaint does not 

cleanly fit into one of the four types of shotgun pleadings; however, it fails to 

give Defendants notice of the grounds upon which each claim rests because 

Reed alleges 120 factual allegations, then proceeds to incorporate all 120 

allegations into each and every count. See e.g., (Doc. 1 ¶¶ 121, 128, 137). Reed 

attempts to allege various defamation and civil conspiracy violations against 

each Defendant; causes of action which require vastly different factual 

allegations. Id. at 34–95. The Court is dismissing Reed’s Complaint without 

prejudice. In his amended complaint, Reed is instructed to incorporate into each 

count only the factual allegations that are relevant to the respective causes of 

action.  
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Second, Reed’s Complaint fails to comply with the directives of Federal 

Rule of Civil Procedure 8(a). Rule 8(a) states that a pleading must contain “a 

short and plain statement of the claim showing that the pleader is entitled to 

relief . . . .” Ninety-six pages and forty-two counts later, Reed’s Complaint is 

neither short nor plain. See (Doc. 1). In drafting the amended complaint, Reed 

is instructed to revaluate his alleged claims and bring only those claims that 

are meritorious and supported by law.  

Finally, the Court notes that Defendants Gannett Co. and Golfweek have 

stated that they believe Reed has sued the incorrect defendants. See (Doc. 15 at 

1 n.1) (Doc. 16 at 1 n.1). In his amended complaint, Reed should ensure he is 

suing the only allegedly culpable defendants. If Reed chooses to bring claims 

against new defendants, he is cautioned to properly allege the parties’ 

citizenship in accordance with Eleventh Circuit case law.  

Accordingly, it is hereby 

ORDERED: 

1. Plaintiff’s Complaint (Doc. 1) is DISMISSED without prejudice. 

Plaintiff shall file an amended complaint no later than December 16, 2022 in 

accordance with this Order.  

2. Defendants shall respond to the amended complaint no later than 

January 13, 2023.  
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DONE AND ORDERED in Jacksonville, Florida the 18th day of 

November, 2022. 

 
ckm 
Copies: 
 
Counsel of record 
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