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STATEMENT CONCERNING ORAL ARGUMENT

Pursuant to Federal Rule of Appellate Procedure 34(a) and Seventh Circuit Rule
34(%), Plaintiff-Appellant Cordell Sanders respectfully requests oral argument, which he

submits would assist the Court in resolving this appeal.
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JURISDICTIONAL STATEMENT

This is an appeal in a civil case from the final judgment entered by the District
Court on May 1, 2017, dismissing Plaintiff-Appellant Cordell Sanders’ Complaint after
issuing a merit review order revoking his in forma pauperis (“IFP”) status. See, e.g., Turley
v. Gaetz, 625 F.3d 1005, 1008 (7th Cir. 2010) (“The denial of a motion to proceed IFP ...
[is] an appealable order.”) (citations omitted). Mr. Sanders timely filed his Notice of
Appeal on May 3, 2017, within 30 days of the District Court’s entry of judgment. See Fed.
R. App. P. 4(a)(1)(A).

The District Court had subject-matter jurisdiction over this case pursuant to 28
U.S.C. § 1331, as Mr. Sanders brought this action under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 to redress
violations of rights secured by the Eighth Amendment to the United States Constitution.

This Court has jurisdiction over this appeal under 28 U.S.C. §§ 1291 and 1294.
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ISSUES PRESENTED FOR REVIEW

Mr. Sanders, a long-term occupant of Pontiac Correctional Center’s solitary
confinement unit who suffers from severe mental illness, alleged that, as a result of
both his inability to obtain adequate mental health treatment and the deplorable
conditions of his confinement, he has twice attempted suicide, engaged in self-
mutilation, and will attempt both again absent appropriate relief. Did the District Court
err by concluding that these allegations failed to establish that Mr. Sanders was in
imminent danger of serious physical injury for purposes of the Prison Litigation
Reform Act?

Mr. Sanders also alleged that the restricted airflow and consequent excessive heat of
his cell places him at risk of serious physical injury as a result of medication he takes
to control his mental illness, and also exacerbates his asthma such that he has difficulty
breathing. Did the District Court err by failing to consider whether these allegations
showed that Mr. Sanders was in imminent danger of serious physical injury?

Mr. Sanders alleged that his continued confinement in disciplinary isolation in itself
threatened impending self-inflicted injuries. Does this allegation independently
establish that Mr. Sanders was in imminent danger of serious physical injury at the time

he filed his Complaint?
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

A. Factual Background

Plaintiff-Appellant Cordell Sanders is an inmate at the Pontiac Correctional Center
(“Pontiac”), a facility operated by the Illinois Department of Corrections (“IDOC”), who
has been continuously held in disciplinary segregation for 8 years.! (See Compl. [Dkt. 1],
10, App. 10.) As a result, he is usually confined to his isolation cell, which has a
perforated steel door with Plexiglass covering, for twenty-four hours a day. (/d. 4 45-46
and Exs. C and D, App. 18, 25, 33.). For years, Mr. Sanders has been denied minimal
access to outdoor recreation, and is even prohibited from otherwise exercising outside of
his cell. (/d. 23, 25, App. 13.)

Mr. Sanders has been classified as “Seriously Mentally I11” by Pontiac mental
health personnel as a result of his diagnoses with a number of severe mental health
disorders, including schizoaffective disorder, depression, and Intermittent Explosive
Disorder (“IED”), which causes him to experience episodes of intense anger. (/d. 4 11-
16, App. 11.) As a result of his conditions, IDOC personnel have prescribed Mr. Sanders
powerful antipsychotics and mood regulators. (/d. 9 12-14, App. 11.) Nevertheless,
Mr. Sanders’ debilitating mental illnesses continue to cause or contribute to the terms of
disciplinary segregation imposed upon him. (/d. q 10, App. 10.)

Mr. Sanders’ long-term solitary confinement has exacerbated his multiple severe
mental illnesses. (/d. 49 21-23, 57, App. 12-13, 20.) And Mr. Sanders’ mental health has
deteriorated in other ways, too. For example, Mr. Sanders’ “ability to think and

concentrate” has become diminished. (/d. 417, App. 12.) He “displays catatonic and

' The phrases “disciplinary segregation” (which is employed by the Illinois Department of
Corrections, see, e.g., [ll. Admin Code tit. 20 § 504.610 (2017)), “disciplinary isolation,” and
“solitary confinement” are substituted interchangeably throughout this brief.

3
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melancholic features.” (/d. 9 18., App. 12.) Mr. Sanders “sometimes experience[s]
difficulties with self[-]care.” (/d.) He experiences “fatigue” nearly every day. (/d. 9 17,
App. 12.) And “restricted social contact” also causes Mr. Sanders harm. (/d. 9 18, App.
12.)

To manage his condition, Mr. Sanders has repeatedly requested the assistance of
Pontiac mental health employees and other Pontiac personnel. (/d. 4 19, 21-23, App. 12-
13.) For example, Mr. Sanders has made “numerous” requests of defendants-appellees to
provide him with treatment “conducive to improving his mental illnesses” including
removal from solitary confinement in favor of placement in a “mental health setting.” (/d.
919, 21 App. 12.) Mr. Sanders has explained to defendants-appellees that the “isolating
stressful conditions of disciplinary isolation” have “exacerbated” his serious mental
disorders. (Id. 921-22, App. 12.) Likewise, Mr. Sanders has “repeatedly” informed
defendants-appellees that the prolonged denial of outdoor exercise “exacerbates” his
mental disorders. (/d. 923, App. 13.)

Yet, notwithstanding Mr. Sanders’ frequent requests for assistance, his
classification by Pontiac mental health personnel as Seriously Mentally Ill, and the
deterioration of his mental health, defendants-appellees have refused to provide
Mr. Sanders with adequate mental health treatment. (/d. 49 19-21, 27, App. 12-13.)
Indeed, in the four-month period before Mr. Sanders filed his Complaint, he was not
afforded psychotherapy even once. (/d. 20, App. 12.) Moreover, defendants-appellees
have refused to release him from disciplinary segregation or afford him access to outdoor

exercise. (Id. 4 22-25, App. 13.)
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As a result of Mr. Sanders’ continued confinement in disciplinary segregation, the
denial of adequate mental health treatment, and the resulting deterioration in his already-
precarious mental condition, he has, on two prior occasions, attempted suicide by ingesting
toxic amounts of ibuprofen and other medications. (/d. 99 19-21, 57, App. 12.)
Mr. Sanders has also engaged in self-mutilation by “biting flesh out of his wrist.” (/d. 4 19,
App. 12.) Further, Mr. Sanders has alleged that defendant-appellees’ ongoing refusal to
release him from solitary confinement and to provide him adequate mental health treatment
“will lead to more suicide attempts and[/]or actual suicide.” (/d. § 27, App. 13.)

The deterioration of Mr. Sanders’ mental health is not the only consequence of his
prolonged solitary confinement. The perforated steel door to his segregation cell at Pontiac
is covered with a Plexiglas panel, which impedes the flow of air through his cell, and
defendants-appellees have denied him access to a fan. (/d. 99 45-46, 48-51, App. 18.) As
a result of this poor ventilation, Mr. Sanders’ cell becomes extremely hot and humid during
the summer, and he sometimes “struggle[s] to breathe.” (/d. § 46, App. 18.) The excessive
heat also “interacts” with Mr. Sanders’ antipsychotic medications, causing him “extreme
discomfort.” (Id. 9§ 52, App. 19.) But when Mr. Sanders stops taking his medication as a
result of this discomfort, his mental state deteriorates. (/d. 9 53, App. 19.) Further, those
antipsychotic medications, when combined with the excessive heat in his cell, present the
“risk of heat stroke, dangerously low blood pressure, and a rare and often fatal heart-related
disease called neuroleptic malignant syndrome.”? (Id. 4 52, App. 19.)

In addition, Mr. Sanders is asthmatic, and the restricted airflow in Mr. Sanders’ cell

has exacerbated his asthma and caused him severe difficulty breathing. (/d. 4 46, 55, App.

2 To be sure, Mr. Sanders also explains that these conditions exacerbate his mental disorders.
(Id. 57, App. 20.)
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18-19.) Due to policies implemented at Pontiac’s disciplinary segregation units, however,
he has not been permitted to possess an inhaler to alleviate these symptoms. (/d. § 54, App.
19.) This is so even though Mr. Sanders requires frequent access to his inhaler. (/d. 9 54-
55, App. 19.) (1d.)

B. Procedural History

Mr. Sanders, proceeding pro se, brought this action in September 2016 for
violations of the Eighth Amendment predicated on the deprivation of adequate mental
health treatment and the conditions of his confinement. (/d. 929, 42, 62, App. 14, 16,
20.) To remedy these violations, Mr. Sanders sought damages and injunctive relief.
Regarding the latter, Mr. Sanders specifically requested, among other things: (1) release
from disciplinary segregation; (2) placement in a mental health setting; (3) a mental health
treatment plan; (4) access to routine and emergent psychotherapy; (5) access to a fan;
(6) modifications to his cell to allow for increased airflow; and (6) possession of an asthma
inhaler and other doctor-prescribed medicine. (Compl. 9 31, 43, 63, App. 14, 17, 21.)
Mr. Sanders noted that until he obtains this relief, his mental health will continue to
deteriorate and he remains at risk of committing suicide. (/d. 9927, 59, App. 13, 20.)

Mr. Sanders filed with his Complaint an application to proceed in forma pauperis
(“IFP”). (See IFP Application [Dkt. 3], App 37-38.) Within the application, Mr. Sanders
noted he had “struckout” and was filing his IFP application “pursuant to the imminent
danger exception.” (/d. at 2, App. 38.) The Prison Litigation Reform Act (“PLRA”)
prohibits an incarcerated litigant from proceeding IFP if he has previously filed three or
more actions that were dismissed as frivolous, malicious, or failing to state a claim upon

which relief can be granted. See 28 U.S.C. § 1915(g). This “three-strikes” rule does not
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apply, however, if a prisoner shows he “is under imminent danger of serious physical
injury.” Id.

The District Court initially granted Mr. Sanders leave to proceed IFP (see
10/6/2016 Text Order, App. 7), but later revoked his IFP status because Mr. Sanders was a
three-strike litigant under the PLRA. Despite Mr. Sanders’ multiple prior suicide attempts,
as well as his allegations showing that this risk of self-injury is ongoing, the Court
concluded that the “imminent danger” exception did not apply. (See 3/22/2017 Merit
Review Order [Dkt. No. 10], at 3, App. 3.) In reaching that conclusion, the District Court
apparently focused on allegations in Mr. Sanders” Complaint indicating that he believed he
had “wrongfully been placed on suicide watch” and that he had, on certain occasions,
engaged in self-mutilation “so that he would receive mental health treatment.” (/d.) The
District Court thus determined—without the aid of any discovery into Mr. Sanders’ mental
condition or any expert testimony explaining his multiple diagnoses—that “[t]he most
reasonable inference arising from the gestalt of these allegations is that Plaintiff’s self-
mutilation is volitional and ... not caused by his mental illness.” (/d.) Without addressing
Mr. Sanders’ allegations regarding the conditions of his confinement or the various
physical maladies he alleged he would suffer as a result, the Court then concluded that
Mr. Sanders was not in imminent danger of serious physical injury, and revoked his IFP
status. (/d. 3-4, App. 3-4.)

On March 30, 2017, Mr. Sanders moved for reconsideration of the District Court’s
order revoking his IFP status. (See Dkt. 11, App. 39-45.) Therein, he reiterated that solitary
confinement was exacerbating his serious mental illnesses, and that the attendant “extreme

isolation” was the “underlying cause of ... [his] repeated suicide attempts.” (/d. at 4-5,
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App. 42-43 (emphasis in original).) Mr. Sanders also explained that his suicide attempts
and self-mutilation were “not volitional.” (/d. at 6-7, App. 44-45.) But the following day,
the District Court issued a text order denying that motion. (See 3/31/2017 Text Order, App.
7.) And, after Mr. Sanders failed to pay the filing fee, his Complaint was dismissed and a
judgment entered. (5/1/2017 Text Order, App. 7; Judgment [Dkt. 20], App 5.) This appeal
followed.

SUMMARY OF THE ARGUMENT

The District Court erred by revoking Mr. Sanders’ IFP status and dismissing his
Complaint for several reasons. First, the District Court erroneously concluded that
Mr. Sanders’ allegations of an impending threat of suicide and self-mutilation did not meet
the “imminent danger” standard under § 1915(g). Second, the District Court improperly
ignored other allegations of serious imminent harm caused by the conditions of
Mr. Sanders’ confinement, including that the excessive heat in his cell interacted in
dangerous ways with his antipsychotic medication and exacerbated his asthma, under
circumstances where he was denied access to an inhaler. Third, the District Court also
failed to consider Mr. Sanders’ allegations that his continued confinement in disciplinary
isolation has exacerbated his serious mental illnesses and contributed to his self-harm,
which further demonstrate an imminent danger of serious physical injury. The judgment
of the District Court should be therefore be reversed, and the case remanded for further
proceedings.

ARGUMENT
A. Standard of Review

This Court reviews de novo the District Court’s application of the PLRA’s three-
strikes provision. See Ciarpaglini v. Saini, 352 F.3d 328, 330 (7th Cir. 2003). To

8
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determine whether Mr. Sanders qualifies for the “imminent danger” exception in that
provision, the Court must look to the allegations in his pro se Complaint, accepted as true
and liberally construed. See id. If those allegations show that Mr. Sanders was in imminent
danger of physical injury at the time that he filed his Complaint, the exception in § 1915(g)
applies. See id.

B. The District Court Erred by Concluding that Mr. Sanders’ Allegations of

Attempted Suicide and Self-Mutilation Did Not Satisfy the Imminent
Danger Standard.

In determining whether a pro se inmate satisfies the “imminent danger” standard
under § 1915(g), a district court must “evaluate [his] allegations ... under [ ] liberal
pleading rules, construing all allegations in favor of the complainant and crediting those
allegations of ‘imminent danger’ that have gone unchallenged.” Gibbs v. Cross, 160 F.3d
962, 966 (3d Cir. 1998); see also Garrett v. Belmont Cty. Sheriff’s Dep’t, 374 F. App’x
612, 614 (6th Cir. 2010) (“[T]he PLRA did not abrogate the discretion to liberally construe
pro se complaints.”). Here, Mr. Sanders alleged that due to the Pontiac employees’ failure
to provide him with adequate treatment for his serious mental illnesses, the harsh
conditions of disciplinary segregation, and the resulting deterioration in his mental state,
he faced an imminent danger of self-injury and suicide. (See Compl. [Dkt. No. 1] 427,
App. 13 (alleging that “if defendants don’t remove him from disciplinary isolation and into
a mental health setting, and don’t construct Plaintiff a personal mental health treatment
plan ... it will lead to more suicide attempts and[/]or actual suicide™).) The plausibility of
those allegations is bolstered by the fact that, on two prior occasions, Mr. Sanders
attempted suicide and on another occasion engaged in self-mutilation by biting flesh out of
his own wrist as a result of his untreated mental illnesses. (See id. 44 19 App. 12.); see

Williams v. Paramo, 775 F.3d 1182, 1189 (9th Cir. 2015) (concluding that “a prisoner need

9
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only make a plausible allegation that he is in imminent danger” for the § 1915(g) exception
to apply) (internal quotation marks omitted).

Rather than construe these allegations liberally and in Mr. Sanders’ favor as it was
required to do, see Ciarpaglini, 352 F.3d at 330, the District Court selectively focused on
other allegations in the Complaint from which it “infer[red]” that Mr. Sanders was not in
imminent danger when he filed his Complaint. (See Dkt No. 10 at 3, App. 3.) Far from
“crediting those allegations of ‘imminent danger’ that have gone unchallenged,” Gibbs,
160 F.3d at 966, the District Court concluded—without receiving any evidence to inform
its understanding of Mr. Sanders’ mental health condition—that “the gestalt” of those
allegations was that Mr. Sanders’ “self-mutilation is volitional and ... not caused by his
mental illness.” (See Dkt No. 10 at 3, App. 3.) Such selective review of the allegations in
Mr. Sanders” Complaint was improper, and warrants reversal. See, e.g., Gibbs, 160 F.3d
at 966-67 (reversing denial of IFP status where district judge failed to “credit[ ] [plaintift’s]
allegations regarding the conditions in the [Restricted Housing Unit]”).

Construed liberally in Mr. Sanders’ favor, the allegations discussed above show
that, at the time he filed his Complaint, he faced an impending risk of serious, physical
injury. While this Court has not yet squarely addressed whether a threat of self-inflicted
injury can satisfy the § 1915(g) exception, at least one other federal circuit court has
concluded that it may do so. In Walker v. Scott, the Ninth Circuit reversed the district
court’s denial of IFP status, concluding that the plaintiff’s complaint satisfied the imminent
danger standard based on allegations “that his repeated placement in double-cell housing
without first completing treatment for coping in that environment caused his mental health

to deteriorate such that he became suicidal.” 472 F. App’x 514, 515 (9th Cir. 2012)

10
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(unpublished). Given the similarities between these allegations and those in Mr. Sanders’
Complaint, the same result should follow here.

Although the Walker court did not elaborate on its reasoning, its conclusion is
consistent with purpose of § 1915(g), which is to provide redress to indigent prisoners in
dangerous circumstances. See Gibbs, 160 F.3d at 966-67. Particularly in light of the
prevalence of mental illness and increasing suicide rates in prisons,® it would make little
sense to categorically exclude self-inflicted injuries from the scope of the three-strike
exception, as the District Court apparently did in this case. Indeed, other courts from
around the country, including the district courts within this Circuit, have applied the
§ 1915(g) exception where, as here, inmates have alleged that prison employees failed to
protect them from an ongoing risk of self-injury.*

This case in fact presents a more compelling instance of imminent danger than
Walker, in light of Mr. Sanders’ multiple prior suicide attempts. While the plaintiff in
Walker apparently did not actually attempt suicide, here Mr. Sanders has twice attempted
suicide by ingesting toxic amounts of medication, and has also self-mutilated by “biting

flesh out of his wrist.” (Dkt. No. 1 419, App. 12.) And even though Pontiac employees

3 See 3 Michael B. Mushlin, Rights of Prisoners § 17:37 (4th ed. 2016) (criticizing “disturbing”
district court ruling declining to apply the § 1915(g) exception to suicidal inmate, reasoning that
“the significant numbers of mentally ill persons now in prison and the resulting suicide problem in
prison makes this hold[ing] problematic to say the least.”).

4 See, e.g., Norwood v. Thurmer, No. 09-CV-738-BBC, 2010 WL 503088, at *3 (W.D. Wis. Feb.
8, 2010) (“Reading these allegations generously, as I must do in pro se cases, I conclude that
plaintiff’s claim that defendants are currently failing to protect him from acts of self-harm meets
the imminent danger standard.”) (citations omitted); Gilbert-Mitchell v. Lappin, No. 06-741-MIJR,
2008 WL 4545343, at *3 (S.D. Ill. Oct. 10, 2008) (“Here, Plaintiff alleges that his psychotropic
medications were discontinued, leading him to injure himself. Applying a liberal construction to
these claims, one could say that Plaintiff could be in imminent danger of self-injury without those
medications.”); see also Abdulaziz/Askew v. Williams, No. 1:12-CV-00102-DPM, 2012 WL
6917788, at *2 (E.D. Ark. Dec. 3, 2012) (“The Court finds that Plaintiff’s allegations of imminent
danger to his serious mental health needs—due to the denial of adequate mental health treatment
by Defendants ... sufficiently alleges imminent danger of serious physical harm, since he claims to
have suicidal thoughts.”).

11
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are aware that Mr. Sanders has engaged in these acts of self-harm, they still have not
provided him with adequate mental health treatment, nor have they released him from
disciplinary segregation or taken any steps to mitigate the adverse conditions of his
confinement which led to his self-inflicted injuries. (/d. § 21, App. 12.) The Pontiac
employees’ failure to remedy these conditions or to provide Mr. Sanders with adequate
treatment further establishes that he is in danger of impending harm, as “a prisoner who
alleges that prison officials continue with a practice that has injured him ... in the past will
satisfy the ‘ongoing danger’ standard and meet the imminence prong of the three-strikes
exception.” Andrews v. Cervantes, 493 F.3d 1047, 1056-57 (9th Cir. 2007). The District
Court thus erred by refusing to apply the § 1915(g) exception in this case.

The District Court not only failed to construe Mr. Sanders’ allegations in his favor,
but also improperly conflated the imminent danger standard in § 1915(g) with the merits
of Mr. Sanders’ Eighth Amendment claims. After finding that Mr. Sanders’ acts of self-
mutilation were “volitional” and “not caused by his mental illness,” the Court concluded
that “where an inmate is the cause of the conditions about which he complains, any
constitutional claim is rendered tenuous.” (Dkt. 10 at 3, App. 3, quoting Smith v. Alvarez,
898 F. Supp. 2d 1057, 1063 (N.D. Ill. 2012) (emphasis added).) But the merits of
Mr. Sanders’ constitutional claims are not yet at issue in this case, and “an Eighth
Amendment analysis ... is quite different from the statutory analysis required under 28
U.S.C. § 1915(g).” Gibbs, 160 F.3d at 966. The only issue at this preliminary stage of the
proceedings is whether Mr. Sanders has shown that he is in imminent danger of serious
physical injury and should therefore have been permitted to proceed IFP. As discussed

above, he has satisfied that standard.

12
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Finally, the District Court’s conclusion that Mr. Sanders did not satisfy the
§ 1915(g) exception is inconsistent with Seventh Circuit precedent interpreting a similar
provision of the PLRA. This Court has previously concluded that self-inflicted injuries
satisfy the provision in 42 U.S.C. § 1997¢(e) requiring prisoners to demonstrate a “physical
injury” in order to recover compensatory damages for mental or emotional harm suffered
while in custody. See 42 U.S.C. § 1997¢e(e); see, e.g., Rasho v. Elyea, No. 14-1902, 2017
WL 1838173, at *5 (7th Cir. Mar. 7, 2017) (“[Plaintiff] did present evidence of at least one
undisputed incident of self-mutilation. That incident is sufficient to satisfy the physical
harm requirement [under § 1997e(e)].”).> And, because “[0]ne of the more reliable canons
of statutory construction ... is that a term or phrase is ordinarily given the same meaning
throughout a statute,” State Farm Mut. Auto. Ins. Co. v. C.I.R., 698 F.3d 357, 370 (7th Cir.
2012), this Court’s conclusion that “physical injury” under § 1997e(e) includes self-
inflicted harm applies with equal force to § 1915(g). See also Smith v. Zachary, 255 F.3d
446, 448-49 (7th Cir. 2001) (interpreting term “prison conditions” in § 1997¢ based on
definition of same term in different section of the PLRA). For this reason as well, the
District Court erred by concluding that Mr. Sanders was not in danger of serious physical
injury despite his allegations of impending self-harm, and this Court should reverse its
judgment.

C. The District Court Erred by Ignoring Mr. Sanders’ Other Allegations of
Impending Serious Physical Harm.

The District Court’s failure to address Mr. Sanders’ allegations regarding the

conditions of his confinement provides an additional, independent basis for reversal. See,

> See also Arauz v. Bell, 307 F. App’x 923, 929 (6th Cir. 2009) (“By definition, attempting
suicide involves hurting oneself, and we can presume the existence of some physical injury from
[plaintiff’s] statement that he attempted to commit suicide.”).

13
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e.g., Andrews v. Cervantes, 493 F.3d 1047, 1054 (9th Cir. 2007) (“[A]lthough a number of
the claims in [plaintiff’s] suit unquestionably did not allege an imminent danger of serious
physical injury, the complaint as a whole should have proceeded IFP if his allegations about
the danger he faces from contagious diseases met the requisite standard.””) In addition to
his allegations regarding suicide and self-mutilation, Mr. Sanders alleged that the
installation of a Plexiglas panel over his cell door impeded the flow of air in the cell,
resulting in intolerably hot and humid conditions that aggravated his asthma and caused
him severe difficulty breathing. (Compl. [Dkt. No. 1] 99 45-46, App. 18.) Mr. Sanders
further alleged that because of policies implemented in the segregated confinement units
at Pontiac, he has been denied access to his inhaler and has therefore been unable to
alleviate those symptoms. (/d. § 54, App. 19.) And Mr. Sanders alleged that the excessive
heat in his cell interacted in dangerous ways with the medication prescribed to treat his
mental illness. (Id. 452, App 19.) Yet the District Court failed to address any of these
allegations in its Order revoking Mr. Sanders’ IFP status. This was error.

The federal circuit courts have routinely concluded that allegations similar to those

[3

in Mr. Sanders’ Complaint satisfy the “imminent danger” standard in § 1915(g). For
example, in Brown v. Sec’y Pennsylvania Dep’t of Corr., the plaintiff, a three-strike
litigant, sought to proceed IFP, alleging that his cell in the prison’s Restricted Housing Unit
had “been closed off by Plexiglas,” resulting in “temperatures 30 degrees hotter than
elsewhere in the prison during the summer months.” 486 Fed. Appx. 299, 300-01 (3d Cir.
2012) (unpublished). The plaintiff further alleged that as a result of the poor ventilation in

his cell, he had experienced ‘“asthma-like symptoms,” and that “his conditions of

confinement have gotten so bad that he can ‘barely breath [sic] and it feel as if he’s
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suffocating.”” Id. at 301. The district court denied the Brown plaintiff leave to proceed
IFP, but the Third Circuit vacated and remanded, concluding that these allegations “plainly
state a continuing danger of serious physical injury that was imminent at the time [the
plaintiff] filed his complaint.” Id. at 302.6

The same result should follow here. While this Court has not previously
determined whether these specific allegations satisfy the § 1915(g) exception, it has
concluded that an inmate’s allegations that he was deprived of medication for his panic
disorder, resulting in “labored breathing” and “choking sensations,” satisfied that
exception. Ciarpaglini v. Saini, 352 F.3d 328, 330 (7th Cir. 2003). Here, Mr. Sanders has
been denied access to his asthma medication, which has caused similar symptoms. In
addition, Mr. Sanders alleged that his facility-prescribed medications, when combined with
the excessive heat to which he has been subjected, puts him at risk of “heat stroke,
dangerously low blood pressure, and a rare and often fatal heat-related disease called
neuroleptic malignant syndrome.” (Compl. § 52, App. 19.) Since these allegations show
a similar, if not more severe, danger than that presented in Ciarpaglini, Mr. Sanders has

plainly satisfied the § 1915(g) exception.” The District Court’s failure to consider

6 Other federal circuit courts have reached the same conclusion based on similar allegations.
See, e.g., Fuller v. Myers, 123 F. App’x 365, 367 (10th Cir. 2005) (unpublished) (“Given
[plaintiff’s] assertion that he currently suffers from breathing difficulties and other respiratory
problems, apparently exacerbated by the ventilation system where he is incarcerated ... his
complaint facially satisfies the threshold requirement of showing that he is in ‘imminent danger of
serious physical injury.’”); Rankins v. Rowland, 188 Fed. Appx. 201, 202 & n.1 (4th Cir. 2006)
(unpublished) (concluding that litigant had satisfied the §1915(g) imminent danger exception
where he “alleged a poor ventilation system in the unit in which he was housed ... caused him
bodily harm, that he was denied medical treatment for his symptoms, and that he was denied
outdoor recreation.”).

7 Notably, even if any one of these potential risks was not in itself enough to demonstrate imminent
harm, taken together, they certainly satisfy that standard. See, e.g., Brown v. Johnson, 387 F.3d
1344, 1350 (11th Cir. 2004) (“Although some of the specific physical conditions about which
[plaintiff] complains may not constitute serious injury, the issue is whether his complaint, as a
whole, alleges imminent danger of serious physical injury. Viewed together, the afflictions of
which [plaintiff] currently complains ... constitute imminent danger of serious physical injury.”).
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Mr. Sanders’ allegations regarding the conditions of his confinement was therefore error,
and its judgment should be reversed.

Finally, as the federal courts have explained, “deliberate indifference to a prisoner’s
serious medical conditions has been found to satisfy the [§ 1915(g) imminent danger]
requirement.” Fuller v. Myers, 123 Fed. Appx. 365, 367 (10th Cir. 2005). This Court has
previously recognized that “asthma can be, and frequently is, a serious medical condition.”
Board. v. Farnham, 394 F.3d 469, 484 (7th Cir. 2005). Accordingly, Mr. Sanders’
allegations that he has been denied access to necessary medication for his asthma further
demonstrate that his Complaint satisfies the imminent danger exception. For this reason
as well, the judgment of the District Court should therefore be reversed, and the case
remanded for further proceedings.

D. Mr. Sanders’ Allegations Regarding His Continued Confinement in
Disciplinary Isolation Also Satisfy the § 1915(g) Exception.

Mr. Sanders’ allegations regarding the imminent danger to which he was exposed by his
protracted solitary confinement over the course of nearly the last decade provide a separate,
independent basis for reversal. As explained above, Mr. Sanders alleged that his prolonged
confinement in disciplinary isolation has “exacerbated his aggression, ‘[.LE.D.” and is the
underlying cause of his Major Depression and other mental health diagnos[e]s.” (Dkt. 1, § 21,
App. 12.) And because it has so aggravated Mr. Sanders’ serious mental illnesses, his confinement
in disciplinary isolation has thereby “contribute[d] to [his] suicide attempts,” and its continuation
allegedly “will lead to more suicide attempts and[/]or actual suicide.” (I/d. 99 21, 27, App. 12-13.)
These allegations show that Mr. Sanders’ confinement in disciplinary isolation in itself presents

an imminent danger of serious physical injury.
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Although counsel has been unable to find any federal court decision addressing whether
prolonged solitary confinement may, in itself, present a threat of imminent physical injury to
mentally ill prisoners for purposes of § 1915(g), Mr. Sanders respectfully submits that this Court
should now hold that, under circumstances like his, such confinement may be sufficiently injurious
to persons with significant mental illness to satisfy the three-strikes exception. Indeed, solitary
confinement “common[ly]” induces a variety of physical and psychological injury, including
specifically “self-mutilation, and suicidal thoughts and behaviors.” Davis v. Ayala, 135 S. Ct.
2187, 2210 (2015) (Kennedy, J., concurring) (citing Grassian, Psychiatric Effects of Solitary
Confinement, 22 Wash. U. J. L. & Pol’y 325 (2006)). And it is “well documented” that “prolonged
solitary confinement produces numerous deleterious” psychological injuries, including, anxiety,
panic, and diminished control. Glossip v. Gross, 135 S. Ct 2726, 2765 (2015) (Breyer, J.,
dissenting) (citing Haney, Mental Health Issues in Long-Term Solitary and “Supermax”
Confinement, 49 Crime & Delinquency 124, 130 (2003)). Physiological injury, moreover, often
accompanies such psychological harms. See, e.g., id. (“Even a few days of solitary confinement
will predictably shift the brain’s electroencephalogram (EEG) pattern toward an abnormal pattern
characteristic of stupor and delirium.”) (quoting Grassian, supra, at 331) (alterations omitted).

Here, Mr. Sanders has experienced the very harms described in Davis and Glossip as a
result of his prolonged, ongoing confinement in disciplinary isolation, and he is currently at risk
of further injury if he is not released. (Dkt. 1,9 27, 57, App. 13, 20.) Moreover, notwithstanding
their knowledge of his severe mental illness and his repeated suicide attempts, defendants-
appellees have refused to remove Mr. Sanders from solitary confinement, despite his repeated
requests. (Dkt. 1, 49 21-22, App. 12-13.); see Andrews v. Cervantes, 493 F.3d 1047, 105657 (9th

Cir. 2007) (prison officials’ alleged refusal to remove inmate from confinement which had resulted
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in past injuries satisfied § 1915(g) exception). Accordingly, Mr. Sanders respectfully submits that
this Court should hold that, under these circumstances, his continued solitary confinement could

present an imminent danger of serious physical injury.
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CONCLUSION

For these reasons, the District Court erred by revoking Mr. Sanders’ IFP status and
dismissing his Complaint. The District Court’s judgment should be reversed, and the case

remanded for further proceedings.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE CENTRAL DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
CORDELL SANDERS,

Plaintiff,

V. No.: 16-cv-1366-JBM

WARDEN MICHAEL MELVIN, et al.,

N N N N N N N N

Defendants.

MERIT REVIEW ORDER

Plaintiff, proceeding pro se, pursues a § 1983 action for deliberate indifference to his
serious medical needs and inhumane conditions of confinement at the Pontiac Correctional
Center (“Pontiac”). The case is before the Court for a merit review pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §
1915A. In reviewing the Complaint, the Court accepts the factual allegations as true, liberally
construing them in Plaintiff's favor. Turley v. Rednour, 729 F.3d 645, 649-51 (7th Cir. 2013).
However, conclusory statements and labels are insufficient. Enough facts must be provided to
“state a claim for relief that is plausible on its face.” Alexander v. United States, 721 F.3d 418,
422 (7th Cir. 2013)(citation and internal quotation marks omitted). While the pleading standard
does not require “detailed factual allegations”, it requires “more than an unadorned, the-
defendant-unlawfully-harmed-me accusation.” Wilson v. Ryker, 451 Fed. Appx. 588, 589 (7th
Cir. 2011) quoting Ashcroft v. Igbal, 556 U.S. 662, 678 (2009).

Plaintiff alleges that he has been diagnosed Seriously Mentally Il (*SMI”) with
Intermittent Explosive Disorder (“IED”), which causes him to have angry outbursts. He alleges
that he has wrongfully been held in disciplinary isolation for eight years due to the outbursts
associated with his mental illness. Plaintiff claims that Defendants Andrea Moss, Dr. Marano,

Kelly Haag, Todd Nelson, Linda Duckworth and Stephan Lanterman, Pontiac mental health
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professionals, have failed to provide him a personalized treatment plan. He also claims that he
has not received psychotherapy since May 27, 2016, and that this has contributed to his self-
mutilation and suicide attempts. Plaintiff alleges that Warden Melvin has refused to eliminate or
reduce his segregation time and has refused to allow him outdoor exercise due to his segregation
status.

Plaintiff alleges additionally, that Defendants Moss was aware that he was suicidal, but
refused to see him. He also alleges that Defendant Moss wrongfully placed on suicide watch.
Plaintiff alleges that inmates are “required” to self-mutilate or threaten suicide simply to be seen
by a mental health professional. He alleges that Defendants Melvin, and Kennedy have been
deliberately indifferent by not allowing him to possess an inhaler. Plaintiff claims that he is
asthmatic and that Defendant Melvin and Kennedy’s refusal to allow segregation inmates to
possess an inhaler is “unfair and dangerous”.

Plaintiff also alleges inhumane conditions of confinement. He claims that in June 2016,
Defendants Melvin and Kennedy had a Plexiglas covering placed over his perforated steel door,
resulting in inadequate airflow. Plaintiff alleges that this has exacerbated his asthma and further
affected his mental state. He also claims that the lack of airflow has caused mold to develop in
his cell.

Plaintiff has disclosed that he is a 3-striker. The Prison Litigation Reform Act (PLRA),
28 U.S.C. section 1915(g), commonly referred to as the "three strikes" law, bars a prisoner or
detainee from bringing a civil action if he has on three or more occasions, while incarcerated,
brought an action or appeal in federal court that was dismissed a frivolous, malicious or failed to
state a claim upon which relief may be granted unless the prisoner/detainee is "under imminent

danger of serious physical injury.” Plaintiff was assessed a strike in Sanders v. Pouk, No. 14-
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1066 (C.D.IIl., dismissed March 21, 2014); Sanders v. Hamilton, No. 15-1236 (C.D.lIlI.,
dismissed July 14, 2015) and Sanders v. Malkowski, No. 10-4685 (N.D.Ill., dismissed August 16,
2010). Since Plaintiff has three strikes, he may proceed in forma pauperis only if his pleadings
establish that he is under imminent danger of serious physical injury. He has failed to
accomplish this. The only allegation remotely probative is his self-serving statement that inmates
are “required” to self-mutilate or threaten suicide simply to be seen by a mental health
professional.

Plaintiff alleges that he has threatened suicide but that he has wrongfully been placed on
suicide watch. He also alleges that he has been held in disciplinary isolation for eight years due
to the outburst associated with his mental illness, the only claim clearly associated with his
mental illness. Plaintiff claims the self-mutilation was done so that he would receive mental
health treatment. The most reasonable inference arising from the gestalt of these allegations is
that Plaintiff's self-mutilation is volitional and unlike his alleged outbursts, not caused by his
mental illness. As unfortunate as it is, Plaintiff has chosen to self-mutilate to get the attention of
a mental health professional, this does not establish that he is in imminent danger.

In order to meet the imminent danger requirement of 28 U.S.C. § 1915(g), the “threat or
prison condition [must be] real and proximate.” Lewis v. Sullivan, 279 F.3d 526, 529 (7th Cir.
2002). Allegations of past harm do not suffice; the harm must be imminent or occurring at the
time the complaint is filed. Heimermann v. Litscher, 337 F.3d 781 (7th Cir. 2003). Smith v.
Alvarez, 898 F. Supp. 2d 1057, 1063 (N.D. Ill. 2012) (“where an inmate is the cause of the
conditions about which he complains, any constitutional claim is rendered tenuous.”) Here,
Plaintiff’s claims of self-mutilation are volitional and do not meet the imminent danger

requirement of § 1915(g).
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IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

1. Plaintiff’s October 6, 2016, grant of in forma pauperis status is REVOKED.
Plaintiff will have 21 days in which to pay the $400 filing fee or this case will be dismissed.

2. Plaintiff’s motion for appointment of counsel [6] is DENIED as Plaintiff has
provided no evidence that he attempted to obtain counsel on his own. See Pruitt v. Mote, 503
F.3d 647, 654-55 (7th Cir. 2007). In the event Plaintiff renews his motion for appointment of
counsel, he should list the attorneys to whom he wrote and should attach any letters sent to or
received from those attorneys.

3. Plaintiff’s motions for status [7], [8] and motion for merit review hearing [9], are

rendered MOOT by this order.

3/22/2017 s/Joe Billy McDade
ENTERED JOE BILLY McDADE
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

App. 4
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Junm n a Civil Case (02/11) ||_CD

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

for the
Central District of Illinois

MAY 61 2017

CORDELL SANDERS,

S’ e

Gkt %ﬁTuP puum
ot
) GENT%%L DISTRICT OF ILL!N@&&:
Plaintiff,

VS, Case Number: 16-1366

MICHAEL MELVIN, ANDREA MOSS,
. MARANO, KELLY HAAG, TODD
NELSON, LINDA DUCKWORTH,
STEPHAN LANTERMAN, and TERRI
KENNEDY.

R g

Defendants.
JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE

DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came before the Court. The issues have been
heard, and a decision has been rendered.

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED pursuant to Text Order entered 5/1/2017,
Plaintiff's leave to proceed in forma pauperis was revoked, and he has failed to pay the filing
fee. This case is dismissed, without prejudice, and closed.

Date

R LT

s/ Kenneth A. Wells
Kenneth A. Wells
Clerk, U.S. District Court

e

App. 5
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CENTRAL DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS (Peoria)
CIVIL DOCKET FOR CASE #: 1:16-cv-01366-JBM

represented by

Date Filed: 09/29/2016

Date Terminated: 05/01/2017

Jury Demand: None

Nature of Suit: 550 Prisoner: Civil Rights
Jurisdiction: Federal Question

David M Shapiro

MACARTHUR JUSTICE CENTER

375 E Chicago Ave

8th Floor

Chicago, IL 60611

312-503-1271°

Email: david.shapiro@law.northwestern.edu
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

# | Docket Text Date Filed
1 | COMPLAINT against All Defendants, filed by Cordell Sanders.(SL, ilcd) (Additional attachment(s) added on 9/29/2016: # 1 09/29/2016
Certificate of Service) (SL, ilcd). (Entered: 09/29/2016)
App. 6
https://www.pacerpro.com/cases/4517212/print?q= 7/15/2017
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# | Docket Text Date Filed
2 | NOTICE OF CASE OPENING. Please be advised that your case has been assigned to Judge Joe Billy McDade. Effective 09/29/2016
immediately, all documents should be mailed or scanned to the Peoria Division,100 NE Monroe Street,Peoria,IL 61602.Merit
Review Deadline set for 10/19/2016. (Attachments: # 1 Notice Regarding Privacy Issues)(SL, ilcd) (Entered: 09/29/2016)
3 | PETITION TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS, filed by Cordell Sanders.(SL, ilcd) (Entered: 09/29/2016) 09/29/2016
4 | Letter from Clerk of the Court to Pontiac Correctional Center requesting trust fund ledgers (SL, ilcd) (Entered: 09/29/2016) 09/29/2016
5 | +++ PRISONER TRUST FUND LEDGER. by Cordell Sanders (SL, ilcd) (Entered: 10/06/2016) 10/06/2016
TEXT ORDER granting 3 Petition to Proceed In Forma Pauperis. Plaintiff's trust fund ledgers indicate he has no funds to make an 10/06/2016
initial partial payment of the filing fee. Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. Section 1915(b)(4), the initial partial filing fee is waived. The agency
having custody of Plaintiff is directed to make monthly payments of 20 percent of the preceding month's income credited to
Plaintiff's account to the Clerk of Court. The agency having custody of the plaintiff shall forward these payments each time
Plaintiff's account exceeds $10, until the filing fee of $350 is paid in full. The Clerk is directed to mail a copy of this order to
Plaintiff's place of confinement, to the attention of the Trust Fund Office. Entered by Judge Joe Billy McDade on 10/6/2016. (SL,
ilcd) (Entered: 10/06/2016)
6 | MOTION to Request Counsel by Plaintiff Cordell Sanders. Responses due by 11/18/2016 (Attachments: # 1 Certificate of Service) | 11/01/2016
(SL, ilcd) (Entered: 11/01/2016)
7 | MOTION for Status Update by Plaintiff Cordell Sanders. Responses due by 12/16/2016 (SL, ilcd) (Entered: 11/29/2016) 11/29/2016
8 | MOTION for Status Update by Plaintiff Cordell Sanders. Responses due by 2/23/2017 (FDT, ilcd) (Entered: 02/09/2017) 02/09/2017
9 [ MOTION for Hearing by Plaintiff Cordell Sanders. Responses due by 4/3/2017 (FDT, ilcd) (Entered: 03/20/2017) 03/20/2017

10 | MERIT REVIEW ORDER entered by Judge Joe Billy McDade on 3/22/2017. IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED: 1. Plaintiff's October | 03/22/2017
6, 2016, grant of in forma pauperis status is REVOKED. Plaintiff will have 21 days in which to pay the $400 filing fee or this case
will be dismissed. 2. Plaintiff's motion for appointment of counsel 6 is DENIED as Plaintiff has provided no evidence that he
attempted to obtain counsel on his own. See Pruitt v. Mote, 503 F.3d 647, 654-55 (7th Cir. 2007). In the event Plaintiff renews his
motion for appointment of counsel, he should list the attorneys to whom he wrote and should attach any letters sent to or received
from those attorneys. 3. Plaintiff's motions for status 7 , 8 and motion for merit review hearing 9, are rendered MOOT by this order.

(SL, iled) (Entered: 03/22/2017)

11 | MOTION to Alter or Amend Judgment by Plaintiff Cordell Sanders. Responses due by 4/13/2017 (SL, ilcd) (Entered: 03/30/2017) 03/30/2017

12 | AMENDED MOTION to Request Counsel by Plaintiff Cordell Sanders. Responses due by 4/13/2017 (SL, ilcd) (Entered: 03/30/2017
03/30/2017)

13 | CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Cordell Sanders. (SL, ilcd) (Entered: 03/30/2017) 03/30/2017
TEXT ORDER Entered by Judge Joe Billy McDade on 3/31/17: On March 22, 2017, the Court issued its merit review and revoked 03/31/2017
plaintiff's in forma pauperis status due to his having accumulated three strikes. Plaintiff files 11 a motion to alter or amend
judgment. Since there has not been a final judgment in this case, the Court reviews the filing as a motion to reconsider. Plaintiff
alleges that the court did not properly consider that he was in imminent danger when denying him IFP status. In support, he claims
that the Court could not have reasonably believed that he received adequate mental health treatment for his schizo-affective and
IED disorders. The Court, however, did not rule on the adequacy of the mental treatment but only that he was not in imminent
danger. 11 is DENIED. Plaintiff's amended motion for recruitment of pro bo counsel 12 is DENIED with leave to reassert if he pay
the filing fee and this case proceeds.. (TK, ilcd) (Entered: 03/31/2017)

14 | SECOND AMENDED MOTION for Appointment of Counsel Adding Exhibit (A) by Plaintiff Cordell Sanders. Responses due by 04/04/2017
4/18/2017 (SL, ilcd) (Entered: 04/04/2017)

TEXT ORDER entered by Judge Joe Billy McDade on 4/6/2017. On March 22, 2017 a merit review order issued revoking Plaintiff's | 04/06/2017
grant of IFP status. Plaintiff was given 21 days in which to pay the $400 filing fee. He now files 14 , a second amended motion for
recruitment of pro bono counsel. 14 is DENIED with leave to reassert if Plaintiff pays the filing fee. (SL, ilcd) (Entered: 04/06/2017)

15 | NOTICE OF APPEAL as to 10 Merit Review Order by Cordell Sanders. (SL, ilcd) (Entered: 04/11/2017) 04/11/2017

16 | Short Record of Appeal Sent to US Court of Appeals re 15 Notice of Appeal (SL, ilcd) (Entered: 04/11/2017) 04/11/2017

17 | NOTICE of Docketing Record on Appeal from USCA re 15 Notice of Appeal filed by Cordell Sanders. USCA Case Number 17- 04/12/2017
1754. (SL, ilcd) (Entered: 04/12/2017)

18 | PLRA FEE NOTICE AND ORDER of USCA re 15 Notice of Appeal (SL, ilcd) (Entered: 04/12/2017) 04/12/2017

19 | MOTION for Leave to Appeal in forma pauperis by Plaintiff Cordell Sanders. Responses due by 5/9/2017 (SL, ilcd) (Entered: 04/25/2017
04/25/2017)

TEXT ORDER entered by Judge Joe Billy McDade on 5/1/2017. On March 22, 2017, the Court issued its merit review order 05/01/2017

revoking Plaintiff's grant to proceed in forma pauperis and gave Plaintiff 21 days in which to pay the filing fee. Plaintiff subsequently

filed a motion to alter or amend judgment 11 . The Court denied the motion, finding the Plaintiff failed to allege imminent danger of

serious physical injury, and, furthermore, that the order had not been a final judgment. Plaintiff has not paid the filing fee and this

case is now dismissed, without prejudice, judgment to enter.(SL, ilcd) (Entered: 05/01/2017)
https://www.pacerpro.com/cases/4517212/print?q= 7/15/2017
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# | Docket Text Date Filed |

20 | JUDGMENT entered in a civil case (SL, ilcd) (Entered: 05/01/2017) 05/01/2017

21 | STRICKEN PURSUANT TO TEXT ORDER ENTERED 5/4/2017 NOTICE OF APPEAL by Cordell Sanders. Filing fee $ 505, 05/03/2017
receipt number 0753-2567984. (Shapiro, David) Modified on 5/4/2017 (SL, ilcd). (Entered: 05/03/2017)

22 | NOTICE OF APPEAL as to 10 Order on Motion to Request Counsel, Order on Motion for Miscellaneous Relief,, Order on Motion 05/03/2017
for Hearing, Merit Review Opinion, Set/Reset Deadlines:,,,,,;;1ss1555550155015001005, DY COrdell Sanders. (Shapiro, David) (Entered:
05/03/2017)

23 | NOTICE of Appearance of Attorney by David M Shapiro on behalf of Cordell Sanders (Shapiro, David) (Entered: 05/03/2017) 05/03/2017
TEXT ORDER STRIKING DOCUMENT entered by Judge Joe Billy McDade on 5/4/2017. The Clerk is hereby directed to STRIKE | 05/04/2017
21 Notice of Appeal as the document was filed erroneously.(SL, ilcd) (Entered: 05/04/2017)

24 | Short Record of Appeal Sent to US Court of Appeals re 22 Notice of Appeal, (SL, ilcd) (Entered: 05/04/2017) 05/04/2017

25 | NOTICE of Docketing Record on Appeal from USCA re 22 Notice of Appeal, filed by Cordell Sanders. USCA Case Number 17- 05/04/2017
1938. (RK, ilcd) (Entered: 05/04/2017)

26 | PLRA FEE NOTICE AND ORDER of USCA as to 22 Notice of Appeal, filed by Cordell Sanders (SL, ilcd) (Entered: 05/04/2017) 05/04/2017

27 | MANDATE of USCA as to 15 Notice of Appeal filed by Cordell Sanders. IT IS ORDERED that this appeal is voluntarily 05/10/2017
DISMISSED. See Fed. R. App. P. 42(b).The case is proceeding in appeal no. 17-1938. No appellate filing fees will be collected
for appeal no. 17-1754. (Attachments: # 1 Final Order) (SL, ilcd) (Entered: 05/10/2017)

28 | TRANSCRIPT REQUEST Transcript Information Sheet Indicating No Transcript Required by Cordell Sanders. (Shapiro, David) 05/16/2017
(Entered: 05/16/2017)

https://www.pacerpro.com/cases/4517212/print?q= 7/15/2017
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3. Devise +he Plamn+1# g inaividualized treatmen+ plan onef
Ucive 46 ImPFOU‘ﬂﬁ nNis men+al heq .,
. Have ' o
. I—U\Uoégmy’{ﬂduwduqi and or grovp Py cho thergpy wo tth +he Plain+#F

5, Rave pPeytn - educCationa) Bessions an
Seruuce‘?:;

b. Becavse Plaintfe So ffered Physical
depriva+ions and becquse cle{encianis
tonly and/orin recktess disregurdd for
Plam 1 €R request +hat s Courd aw

tnjory {rom +he. ghove clescribef
Gaded malicreyou s\y P LY ) ban
Plain+ifrg CONS+HI+0+ign ¢f Fign+s
A

arel Nipn PLNI+We anef cgo
COMmpens g

tonf damages 1n +he amoun+t 0F§ 25,0009 | /

| 4es ; foreach ¢fe fenclam+ , and

whaiever the Court Cleeams equtdPBi® cna jus +
‘
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3Z. De fendunts Ancdreq Moss, ke lly Haaj ane Dr. Marano require the
Plainni#6 and Other inmates t0 sel1f mutilate, over cose on prils,
hcxr\g themseives Puls\y decClgre +O be 3uicichg] tnhorcler +o Speak
With them abou+ non- surcidg| 1s50e5

33. On OCtober 27, 2015, Blaint+iff told a prison guard +hat henceded
+0O speakK Wi+th a Socarl worker OF Someone Glout M1s clepressicN. The priso

guard S4c+ed tha+ he'll Go le+ Moss Know. The prison guor‘dcame back
and 4old the PlaintiFF +hat+ Mmoss Stated +hut iF the Plain+I A ues
n+ suicidal, N0 ohe wants +o See him [ ght Now.

34, Shor+\7/ thereafter; Plamn+iFF over dosed on Motrinond Kemeron Dy

mgesifmj over B9 pf'lls and was Carriec] ou+ OF +the Cell lo)/ the prisons

tacHcal uni+s and tuken +0 the pPrisens in firmary where he e s forcect

10 crink alot of Substances ancl (icfu;cfs 10 {nduce \/omf'ﬂnj and wos
Subsequently placed/on suicide watch for 72 hours and wasn+t qb/ear
atlowed +O 1alll +o 'un\/ ioocl)/ about s non-suicideal cle pression (S50&

35, Defendant+ Ancrea M0ss, an or gbout November 3,2015, requirecd
he Plain+i£6 40 $e1l prison guc«rds +tha+heE cogs suicidal inorder
1O Speak +0 her Qbout « non- suicdal (ssue, wherein & 10l her Yhat
Twous not suicidal. Prison guords Major Svzans Prentice ahel Lieutenant

Boland then told Defendant fMoss t0 Put the Plciin 17 on svuicide Waich
formof punishment {or neecfing 1a

over the Plamiiffs objection andas a
aintfwes on Svicide coatch for

Speak with menial health people. The Pl
Zdays

36, On the 4 Znd oF June g 2010, PlainttH Seen Defendani Marang
I the prisens mﬁrmqry ancl +ole her thgt +he SOFaf'I Lworkers 055:3nec/
10 the nor+h cell hause require BlaintFF +0 self-mutiiate, fulsly declare
10 be suicidal, etc tnoraer +0 Spegk Lo ith a mental healih personand

that I neccded 46 talk t0Someone about an INncident thet happened hetw

“eN the Planvtt ang fis former Cell mate on May 27,20l6 Qnd tha+ Plain tiHF

wasnt suicidal and clig he haue {6 dEpIdFe 0 be suicidal (h oraer 10talk
) T
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oo mental \2:%%404\1\7&§§§ A Do@tﬁ{gﬁ}?@“L 6PFi‘\él(5‘. o7itr2617 ¢ Cllt’age-gbf?*g‘ whad 1+

seems ke and Continued 40 W tK Gway.

27, On +he 18¢ week of Ju\y Z0lb, e (n the Nnortncel| house, T +old
prison goard that T needed +0 3ee o Socai worker Jor pon-suicidal reasens.
The prison Suard respondec| +hot he'ﬂgo t@|l Moss Since She nofapenec{ O
be 1n the cetl house wda)/, The prison 3uqrd came back ancl totct the Plan
FOFF that Moss siated thaHfthe Plamstf wouasn+ suicidal, no one wan

tedd tO ee hm. |

38, The Plamn+fF then falsty declarecl +0-the prison guard that he L“C’5f‘5“’c’”‘r/°
defencionr
The prison guarcl ook the Plaint (£F +t0 +nhe down Stalrs Cage Luhere ~
Moss +old G pNSonﬁUQFC(‘ﬁhﬂ Claintt £Fs5 men+ql healtn B LISNess and
H\Pﬂ calied SOCC{{/ worker BPOCI}/ who came Qnd C?//OLUPCI ‘{hﬁ P/mef#fofc;//{
1oher abwut the non-suicidal 1 ssve that occured on Mayz7,20l6 ond
also toid Brady +ha+ he wos not svicidal. Brady cwas 055(gnecl (O RUIF
Ouver see sviCide WatChes on {hat doy.
39, Brady didnot place +he Plamnion SuiCicle cuaich Crfter he Pxplamed 10

Ner why he fafsty declared 0 be suicidal,

4o, Plaintier reasonalboly fore see +4nhg+ 1£f the o foremenvigred
men+al heqi+h people 1N thre Count CLoNtinue Wity +ne seif muisl
Ct+1on polrc\/ cS g Pfe,-condmom O epeqk LOL+h a men+al heal+h
PErson , he w |l eUE’r\+qul)/ socceect N c,omm:ﬂﬁj auicicle

Yi. Plain+ifF realleges paragraphs 32- HO of the Facots
Common to All Counts as 1f they weve Se+ forth in fuil In this

Coun+ Two

YZ: The behavior Of clefencian+ts a s gesaried cbouve Perrormecl

With o conBClovs disfegard and clel perate (N clr fference. +0 Plarm
s Safety and meciical needs, 15 In viglation OF Plain+i1 ¥
Figh+ +0 e free of Cruel and Unosugl punishmen + under
+he $+h Amend men+ 10 the Cons+idiution of the Uniteof

States ong YZ L. 5.C. gec. Ig€3
App. 16



3. Ao q prdilbrmveli366:IBbL #l PA0RROIZE fore menvioned Eigntn Amend
Cﬁse: 1%-1932? Document: 15 Filed: 07/17/2017 ages: 77
menr viola oS, “Plantt Was grearly tnyured . The violgtwons

proximately coavsed Plarm +iff g feat oclily horm .

WHERE FORE | Plain+|£F demands Juc{c)m ent in hisJyguor Gigf OGain ot
the indirvnidogl defendants JOMHY and secverally | gpn¢ order

clefendanis 4o »

l. Abelish the polr‘cx/ that Plain+1ff anc/ o+her inma+es <elmu
tilate, oucrd05C-onfnechcq+4on,Iwoqj4henvseu@s, Rﬂeiycje.
Clare {0 ve surciggl as G pre-coend r+onn O D€ allowed G

SpeakK with mental heal ¢ peop)e Glout+ hon-SuiCida/ 155085

and oebsequently \’Jt?lng placed 0N Suilcide cuatCh S+a+0S,
/

2. That defendunts devise an eflective System [Ihs+ructions
On how {0 g€+ a Chanre @ talk +o mendal heg|+h people
|mmedlaie\7/ In the cvent PlamiiFAi1s non-suvicdal oF ond
On the verge o+ comm f'4+mﬁ sujcide. .

3. Becavse +he Plain+1£F sufRre physical mjury fram tne
above des cribed behavior apgf policy of clefenctan+s gnd
becavse. de f&ncdun+ts acted Mg Iuc,iously,(.ul!iﬂ»ﬂ)/ wantonl
and /or in f€C kless disregard for Plainsfrs C0n6+)l+LJHonc1/
Figh+s | Plaint1 £ reques+ 4phg+ 4he Coor+ qward him pon
[+we apd COMPt“ﬂ 5@4Qr7/ olomoﬂess N Yhe Gmou N - OfZS,OOOED_O
for e ach defendan+ rand what ever the Cour+ deems Cqu/
able and just .

App. 17
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"W- Defenclants Warcten Michae] Melvin and AsSSis+ant Warclen Terni

kehneol\/ afre reépon‘&!ble folr +he )f'ore_&om(j chom f‘nqble. Concli+tons of
Confinemen+ which 19 having a profound acluerse e £fec+ an the Plain
tIFFPsychologically ang physicaily ©

45 ®n Jone 2olb, while housed (n +he nhorthrell house Segfe_g[,“on

On i+, cell 543, Meluin and Kennecly phad plexi glgss covering s placed
over the Plamn+i£'s perderatect solid steel cloor +o Preuem +he Piarp
+HEE Lfrom vc’ccwema adequate Oxygen and ir flow nto his cell.

He., The Plexi 31555 COveriNgs prevens clirect air £low Contant woidh 4 he
Plainti#€ and cavses inadequore airflow and Oxvgen in+o +he Plam
s cely +0 the Pom+ where +he Plan+ifF Can' + G¥empt +0 Cxier
CiSe , 40 the pon+ where Plaind s oosh towels mold ) +¢ +hepoinr
Gohere excessive Summer +1Me heat+ and humicti+y Staynare cuithm
+he Plainti Hs cell +hat Cavse him 0 sw eq+ per fUSl\/ and some
time S+roggle *O Dreath . The Plain+iff 15 glso as+hmedic

47. Ther® 15 no air ven+t)ation SYystem or airt concltioner cui4min
J(he Plawni = ce\l or ar\\/ OFf +he POé+ cells - he's been housect 1n c/or
Ing his +Hime g+ Pontioe . Corr C+r

Hg. Defendanis Meluip ang kennecly re fuse 40 provice the Plam+ifF
Wirh a fan 10 omba+ +tihe ex rreme heg+

44 Defendants refuse +o INstall electricgl ot ledw NN Yhe Ploini/ 3
Corrent Cell 50 that N fhe cuent he dees get a fan | ne wouleint e
allowed te power |+,

S0, iﬁq\\er\’ of +he nordhcell house |15 the only 3@!!6/\/ tFat have
NO e\cctrica| out fe+s within the cell +toallow the InMmares hwsecton g
qlleﬁ/ mlxmer our elecirical apliances. Defenclan+s Glluw inmare s hotsee/
OnaGly +he o+her3al\ei\ies tohave electel Cal aut (645 o ithin +herecelfs

DoLoer 4herr fons; et 1o combat the €xireme hegt,
10 powser i / i



5. Iamares ]{;\%@&}BQ’WB%@M i % s Off%ﬁ@&’o‘?‘/ﬁ/%i‘? TN payeEl N0t have

Case: 17-1938 ument:
plex glasd COVENingS OUer Yhere CEls and are, qjlowed clirect air

(oliow Contact, adequate- Qe + low, afent SubJec+ 10 Stgpote i
hot atr and summer +ime humrdi-r\/, reteive aclequete Oxyge Mec

5L. The heat of the Cells during the Summer infefac+s woi+h the
PlaneifFs an+i psychonc drugs 0 Cause him exireme dis comfur +.
AN+t psychotic medications Puts G Person a+ risk of heat Syroke
dahfjem“3“}/ lows bloog Pressure,ana’a rare. and o FAen Fo+al heay -
iated cdiseqse Callec neoro leptic malnjnqn+ Syndrame (NMS)

53. Plaintiffs Sympioms would worsen when pe. Stopped takin
his medrcaton | Lohich lhe would co when +he heg+ of his ceil
Inderacred with the meclicar1on +o Cause NitmM seriovs cfrs+res S

54. De fendants Metuin and I(ennco(\/ have g policy that+ prohbirs
the Plainer 6 and o ther Inmaie S housed on 1 3crljer7 of +he narth
Ceyl house from Fo&sesmﬂ ithin ourceyls, cloctar Pf’é‘SC!" bedf
G9¥hma 1nhalers, docior presceri pe g Pain relievers, ete gnef
Qllow Inmates On ai] +he o+her gallerles Lo rthin fhe nor+hcey|
hoose 406 posse s cAocHor Pre:scmloc’c{ medicine in +he +heir ceff
Whith means they are gilowed (o take their meccartiens £. 6.
pPatn rclievers, asihma inhglers,etc, 'TMCC{IO#?I)/ when deedec/
and Plainel /£ cant cuhich has happened on severa/ occos
anck 15 Uhrqir and clangeroug o

he needd S B5+hme inhaler on S+C:ﬂaby 1f he wuish and neect O
try and excercise | Lohich the defenclan+s heaoe Prf'uem+80/ him
fiom doinyg Gnd when needed .

1®
App. 19
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56. Prison %ar&%_&%gé “ﬁ%ﬂéﬁgsﬁﬁé gl Uﬁil@:%’ﬁf?’/’%ﬁ > Hagaacgsr all togednes

ase.
Wwhen he aerked

57. These condlitlons have €aneerbated Yhe PlaintiFFs Schizockfective
s suicae GHempts

Disorder and his ("IT.&,0% apd hoveolso Con+rtbuted +0
58. The Cond (1005 clescribec In this Count prevent +he

Plaintise frlomexcercising,1s  §aus Ing fower cndopper back pain and

St ifFness, Muscle Cromps and SpGsM, has immolor lizec]  the Plams r#HE10U

hs hed most of Hhe day.
59. P‘Q’ﬂ+"‘q:req5_°ﬂ0b!1beheues +ha+ (FHheabove cescribec conci+iong
arent rectified Yhoat+ Fhe condi+lions il ead orcontribure 0 Plan

LIEE a«-\empﬂr\b Buicide 1n +he ture and exacerbated mental iNneess

LO. PlaintvFF has filed grievances +0 defenclan+s Aelvinang /('(:’f)r)ec/)/

Ob\)ec-‘-\hﬁ +0 ‘\"'}'\e, \‘F\GC'QCIUC{{'@ men {-Q’ he_(,tj{—h F"Cq HIMe )+ C”()CI CUIWC{['{-!O}’}&
0§ confinement G requestecd tMproved Conditions o# Confinement and menial
heal+h +reatment Whith Jbelurn olemed anc KBnnedy &3nort’:cf"5€e

ExXhiov+ Cand D awmached here 1o

bl. The PlaintiFF realleges paragraphs 94-60 oFf +he Fac+s Comp,
On +0 Ay} Counts as ) +he\/ were se+ Jorth n vl yni+his Ceun+
three

©l. The behavior of defendants ae cde tarled herein, performec
with ¢ Conscrous Uisregard und deliberarte Lol FlRerence +0
Plaini Fs SQfei)/ and health 15 Inviolg+ion o F Plam+i1££ s
Clyh+ to be free of Crue| and unusual Punish men+t+ onder +he
th Amendment {0 +he Cons+i+ution of +ne UN+eel states
and Hz usC, sec 1483

L.
App. 20
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03 A a S hehiierh e Giferomendtpnerlo 16+ Amendim.

€Nt viola+ions, Plain+i# wus greatty mjored. The vidiations
Proximatwly coovsed Plain+ £F grea+ boaily harm.

WHERE FORE, Plain+iff cemand o Judgment in his favor ang
Agains+ the ingivi dual

defendun+s, JoIntly Qnd severaily | as
oraec defendan+s to,

l. Recomps+ruet the Plain+1£Fs ¢el and potential fuierecejls ne
may be housed in

) 1N Gay that wovld allow adequate wir Flow
INtO +he Cell,

G Con+act anef Oxy gen +0 the Plamn+f~ tha+
wovld prevent €xress ive bog

a[+\/ Within the Ce))
From Molding

Y Perspration, stagnate heat ancf huny
that would also prevent PYain+i £ Weash Clehs

Z. Prouvide. the Plain+i f wit+h & ﬂ:.n, Rlectricg/ oud e+ inhis celf, airCon

cAi+|omn9| “ir CirColation system 1In |

1S Ce and {fUture cellg he
moybe housed in.

3, Aljow PIQJnHFf-?oposses h13 Doct+or prescribed asthmeainhpaje ~

W rhin e ey ony +ime Plan+4ifF 1 s hous ed on lﬁqnerwn +he

NOCER cey) house to qmﬁwlmmecnafely Use Gncluse when needed,
-~

H, Allow Plaintier 1o pesses his O+her D

Prescribed meeyiceqe
1on {ike;

Pain relievers, eye drops, Shampoo, oint Mmen+s ,e+C .

5. Becavse the Plainu£f sufrereq physs caf

Gbove cdescribed behavior an d Ponc)/ ofdefenciants Gne becCause
aefendonts ac e mqir'c,:ousl\/ , La il F‘uily, W an tonly angfor n
FEcKless clisregard for Plain+1fF Cons+i+0+iong/ F4hts, Plainsy ge
FCquest that +he Cour+ awurd hin pPuniItive angf Compenswory
damages In +he Gmovnt o f 25,0002¢ for egch defendaunt, ane
Whatever the Court geems equitable and jus+,

Cordeil Sanciers # R 4134
P.0.Box 94 Pon+iae, 1t Gi1ey 13

injory From the

Respeci folly Suhm iy

by (Urolitddyocy

App. 21 7 a1 By,



State of lllinois - Department of Corrections
Counseling Summary

IDOC# R41346 Counseling Date  03/18/16 12:13:24:850
Offender Name SANDERS, CORDELL Type Collateral
Current Admit Date 02/04/2005 Method Other
MSR Date 05/17/2027 Location PON RECORDS OFFICE
HSE/GALICELL E-10-07 Staff CHALKEY, AMANDA M., Office Associate

Warden PIERCE denied SEG Reduction, C Grade, Commissary Restoration, and Yard Restoration due to
nature of offense and additional observation needed.

Ex. A

App. 22



1:16-cv-01366-JBM # 1 Page 15 of 28
Case: 17-1938  Document: 15 Filed: 07/17/2017  Pages: 77

State of lllinois - Department of Corrections
Counseling Summary

IDOC # R41346 Counseling Date 09/19/16 15:47:20:200
Offender Name SANDERS, CORDELL Type Collateral
Current Admit Date  02/04/2005 Method Oiher
MSR Date 05/17/2027 Location PON NORTH SEGREGATION
HSE/GAL/CELL N -01-19 Staff JONES. DONNA J., Comectional Counselor Il

Seq outdate is 6/16/27. Yard restriction date is 9/28/18.

Fx.B

App. 23
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1:16-cv-01366-JBM # 1 Page 16 of 28

: 17- ' iled: - 77
Case: 17-193§ . .Bocument: 15 Filed: 07/17/2017  Pages
OFFENDER'S GRIEVANCE
Date: Offsnder. ) ;7 2
v & 131 ety (DR DELL SANDARS o & 3L
Prasent Facllity: e - Faclity where grievance ™ .-, —— , 1
AL N lasus occurred: ST

NATURE OF GRIEVANCE:

[ Personal Property O MailHendling [0 Restoration of Good Time E%)'A DIsabllﬂyAccommodation

O Staff Conduct O Dietary O Medical Treatment [] HiPAA (TATARRIILREE,

[0 Transfer Denial by Facility [T} Transfer Denlal by Transfer Coordinator %lher tyy 1_(,0:}0,?@:”

"
[0 Disciplinary Report: ! !
Date of Report

Faclllty whare izsued
Note:  Protective Custedy Denlats may be grleved Immediately via the loca) adminisiration on the protective custody slatus nolification,

Complate: Attach a copy of any pertinent documant (such as a Disclplinary Report, Shakedown Record, atc ) and send to:

Counselor, unless the fssuo Invalves diacipline, Is deemed an emergency, or Is subject to direct review by the Administratlve Review Board.

Grisvance Officer, only if tha Issue involves discipline at the present faclity or issue not resolved by Counselor,
Chisf Administrative Officer, only I EMERGENCY grievance.

Administrative Review Board, only If the issue involves transfer denlal by the Transfer Coordinalor, protective custody, Involuntary
administration of psycholroplc drugs, Issues from ancther facility except personal proparty Issues, of issues not rescived by the Chief
Adminlstrative Qfficer,

Summarty of Grimm:- (Provide Inf
for sach psrson Invoived):

ding a d [: of what h J, when and whers It happened, and the nama or identifying Informstion

s condived CovrsP nf Crnctuct. Lo chma SubrPCfeC/ yd4)
{he {ollocuitg Conglitions nk_condine ment whith has [ead! Fo
Several Suicide gHempfS the lgtest o€ beingon 7-24/6,
mcludma e xacerbaticy 04 my /t/ti/cr Clefm55 /] and lirter /121 F4en +
Ex Dl(ﬁjue Disoeder andraalsh the. wacler //m/m cusedE 1Yy
menfo/ tinesses, 7he Pendsac paentdql hiealdn /Jr"C/jf fiGee /"///‘f
licsed me ¢ s 9(’r/£u5W mem(//WI/ The Wardlens. and Mapor %c.
ane Prentice ure rcapunwhfe. for +he Jallawun, Canafﬁonﬂ of
Condmement rohich hate /}0‘(/ Q_pIc: L _aduerse mmm/ £ Ph y5/rq/

Reist Requested: 7 0_HAYE THE CONDITIUAJ% DESCRIBED HERE N ARJLISHED
s AN IMMEDINTE RECENSE FRGM THESE CONDITIE S (DsCipLInMe Y SECRE
GATION) AND MAWVE ComPLANEDGE CoNDIICN > REMEDIED [MiyE DINTEL

ﬁ Check only I this s an EMERGENCY grievance due to a substantis! risk of imminent personal

T

'ry or other serlgus or Imeparable harm to self.
l/) C e . R . 3 N
LAl iy oipee) K7 ’% 'C 8.,/3,/56

Offender's |\ atute

Date
{Continue on raverse slde If necessary)

[ Counselor's Responsa (it applicable) |

Date

Recelved: ! { [ Send directly to Gravance Officer O] ouiside jurisdiction of this faclity. Send 1o
Administrallve Review Board, P.O. Box 18277,
Springfield, IL 62794-9277

Response:

! /
Print Counsalet’s Name Counselor's Skynaiure Cata of Rasponss

! EMERGENCY REVIEW [

D E— \{ * C
ate X s

Received: __*. 1» % { I ( \0 Is this determined lo be of an emergency natwe? [ Yes; expadita emergency grievance

No; an emergency is not substantfaled.
ender should submit this grevance

“\L(\"lf\&,@ P ﬂ:lLQ.Ou\,\_ \ 0w (&%ﬁ:mmmi / C? / (ﬁ

Chref Administrative Officer's Signature

u
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Case: 17-1938  Document: 15 o@%ﬁ&iﬂ%@mﬁg&g% 77

efdect on me fBrthe Puot T plusyears : aheiuedens  he cClldoors
o 5, 4, anyl ranuw of {he oorth Cell house are Soitd Steefdoor s
4R nlf*;r: mo% mwma , Ahat Drt’br’/h‘ dircct gir fiow i to
the. r(*\l% and (‘un%e lnndemm fe er {low) Inda the ceflsto the poin t
(where Tcan+ excercise; t6 dhe painy (where my (osh Clo 1hs ulllzh
Gt €6 to {he fxint Wi e xressive hegs 55/53/”5:’. 171 1Hhe (PH5, There
L5 _p (I endi{aiies] Sy.stepy Lpthin fie ceifsa,  The coorden ond
Mri}mr A i piGu/de me dith 0 ‘sigielean" fon_ 1o (Cmbod 4HE
Cxirme h@h¢ SLaanare (D i nv oot/ Iher G po CECE el GO IErS
(ulthin dhe Cels At Laolery cuhichmeons 17 4he pust 4ot Lo bwee
(1 fr!); I eatd not b{’un/')/f’/ 1o (JLels /#, The Warelens qurd Mo
hawe g policy 1har D;cv‘nh/uﬂ)/)mfw ///r/w/mnﬁ/r. o fage? F//t"//(tu ec/
(i /GCIH(’I‘/Oi H)efnm“{/)({’lf/)ﬁtrﬁ( ‘/HU’;IJ)CL:S(‘SJ//,'( LU O] s,
J Iy vy
clocicr P/rﬁrr//)e(/ Q.54 111 bakr and [T/// Kiflersy, €41C., Gld o e fraw°s
licdisecfon . QL O GGHEES 40 passr (TU(‘ #op T JUTSC FI/};I{/ SO Cr oy 0 Cere dley
1 {heirie(ls. Jhe fE/rf Atad ET'(MM ﬂ’rfm ;m v IS /e g L
mrelicoH e /,u/ {01 }/ el mtans //mf I rrm/ Mol ﬂ/]l/ r);r’f//r"///d—
{AJhE) ﬂPPE/P// Gras Orc scribed cohichss K//ﬁ/f{’/["u'- (7//‘0’ (720 2007
Seturs 0 /Pf/ﬂ/)wﬁ [;f’ﬂ(?'/n/ cof 1#rest- /m QiSO _in+4he Clf Z 9 hrs.
def{u/m /Jof/wf/f/ PredUE e L0 0 Ll NG5 ol # pripndal 1 issse s
a/m‘ SCiCrde. (ttemais oned SiresS . The fGos Lhieit 40H€ Coned 140005 /et el
‘ hese iy PrOUEN L e fmm EXELOI5ING has Cavser/ Jfocwer (‘/,’//U///Jr/ /M(f/_rw/
(iprd mﬂ‘ﬁs pinscle L1225 n/'// qwf/nf; exaerr beter) iy ur‘h:m!!ﬁrf
Disorder (mnmrﬁeumqmn) rerhdch hinve Copndesiogerd 10 H{\v St of
Sulcrce cpr.rn.wa and oiher nendal /ssues . These (wm‘/fiugq o /e mrqwf
i fhe rfrqwolmm;/ SCOICLGHE) ) 149G o These CONaiens A coser f €
fer Mae  depm ot mpedd cohih s usoc o kel o i My S vz ¢ S r
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Bruce Rauner Case: 17-1938 Docum e, '___d: 07/17/2017  Pages: 7John Baldwin
Governor L N E Acting Director

BS//(&

The lllinois Department of Corrections . \

Pontiac Correctional Center
700 W. Lincoln Street. P.O. Box 99 » Pontiac, IL 61764 - (815) 842-2816 TDD: (800) 526-0844

MEMORANDUM
DATE: S/K'/(ﬁ

TO: Name: ;Su M’CﬂLO IDOC #: V/ 3(/45

FROM:  Grievance Officer 5. Simpson
Pontiac Correctional Center

SUBJECT: Grievance(s) datedg (d Cﬂ Topic: ;é'zd'é;m y 7 lssue: /2 J/?L'/?/(..a;/zi__'c S
/}

The attached is being returned for { son(s) listed below:

2 ; Contact your Correctional Counselor. Per DR 504 Grievances, “A committed person shall first
attempt to resolve incidents, problems or complaints, other than complaints concerning
disciplinary proceedings, through his counselor”.

Use proper Committed Person’s Grievance (DOC 00486).

Provide date(s) of disciplinary reports(s) and facility where incident(s) occurred.
Forward grievance directly to the Administrative Review Board (protective custody, enforced
medication, disciplinary reports from other facilities, decisions by the Transfer Coordinator's

Office, decisions rendered by the Director).

Not submitted in the timeframe outlined in Department Rule 504; therefore, issue will not be
addressed further. Discovery date of incident, occurrence, or problem:

Unable to determine nature of grievance/correspondence. Submit additional specific
information.

INegible copy submitted — submit legible copy for consideration.

Request restoration of GCC, segregation time cut, grade restoration to the Adjustment
Committee. If request is denied, utilize the grievance process for further consideration.

Page 1 of 2 —. Ey. C

Mission: To serve justice in Hlinois and increase public safety by promoting positive change in
offender behavior, operating successful reentry programs, and reducing victimization.

www.illinois.gov/idoc
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Case: 17-1938  Document: 15 Filed: 07/17/2017 Pages: 77 +- & *
Issue has been previously addressed on . No justification for further consideration.

Contact the Record Office with your request and/or additional information {sentence
calculations, jail credits, etc.).

Address concerns to the Illinois Prisoner Review Board, 319 East Madison Street, Suite A,
Springfield, lllinois 62706 (executive clemency parole violation issues, etc.).

The Chief Administrative Officer has determined your grievance issue a non-emergency. If
you reject this decision, forward your grievance directly to Grievance Office.

S omdie g o ,
| omer.%(d,/:!(;/ Lgff{_‘j/gﬂ"j/ﬁ i /74”L Lo T éL 4'.{/,-;‘3’4225/ 74

) N . .
dint Ul @Jf/'/— N Seaf 5“—/—//&'&4[‘ poind e %7(18 bl aJ
‘ 1 o . A
Qo (Ul Ceadd - 2fceo 47 _RAF [ f) geite. 7adiie -

X Lpfendors fleccred (oo fost b (el f Hocea

i+ ’ . P
(/ ) CjZL.JC,dL’ LLJ/ L’,‘(/L{.’:« Y }chf’ d_ﬁ/{ ;.,-C‘;:( "ﬁa /{Zé.’é/,{) /r,}L{'c‘let_;.‘/ﬂ-(_/'}‘_,__j
/L-’i; \/'/u,ul/ fL‘VJ{,Lé/.l-élc’ e, e Ale Ll 2L "j Lie 7 Lo

! Ao
-"ti‘z 'L‘-(»ffﬂ 1%s; '7LL’-£;{::;/ . J/u,a oD 4w tt/é i nlalletttee
; - y
C{-—ﬁc ( Al 4/1\,,5 /}1_[«_;/‘Z Cj Ll £ ‘-7&/9/ <.
x /'Wuﬁ(i(. g.'_/{‘ dol el gl ’A be aéd-uaé;,f 7%

et 0T /,z-v _/Le-,;/u_w/,é&p&c«&(u# an A /ﬁgwc Ll
J

¢ ALE&LL&&;A——&- .
%_ ;’Ap{c (-/LL ‘Mtllé}?'fld'?‘;(}; 40 o M-—{Tt’é{ﬁ(’ % a(QfJ/LL'/J—’J
(jé s a_,é,ﬁ’ub—,céu—,; 7 G006t it ﬁ'é/ Bvs i boeis

/

%
&‘H\-& ,e/}gﬁwcfﬁw /ﬁd'}}\ o T2 &ﬂllfw;@ I“‘i'/' : /f*/y—’é/&z/,

Page 2 of 2

App. 27



1:16-cv-0

Case: 17-

1366-JBM #1 Page 20 of 28

1938 ~ Document: 15 Riled s idd b2 Qdnbenons PAGES: 77
OFFENDER'S GRIEVANCE
Date: Offondor: ' E, (LA ¢
3 8-/5- (Plenss Print) CUK D’ELL S/\ N UQE) L!) : R L/I k'.fré
Prasant Facllity: I L ” { / { ::ﬂ.lltgc\:hu:rr:d q:rlonnne PO m {\ C
NATURE OF GRIEVANCE:
] Personal Property E] MailHanding [0 Restoration of Good Time ADA Disabillty Accommaodation
[0 Staff Conduct O Dietary [0 Medical Treatment T HIPAA L AcIC
O Trensfer Denlal by Facllity [ Transfer Denial by Transfer Coordinator %ar mpeaty: Ik [
KOS
[d Disdplinary Report: I i
Date cf Report Facitity whars lssued

Note:  Protective Custody Denials may be grieved immediately via the local administration on the protective custody status notification.

Complete: Attach a copy of any periinent documant (such as a Discliplinary Report, Shaksd Record, etc.) and send to:
Counsslor, unless the Issue Involves discipiine, is deemed an emergency, or Is subject to direct review by the Administrative Review Board.
Grisvance Offlcer, only If the issus involvas digcipline at the present facfity or izsue not resolved by Coungelor,
Chlsf Adminlistrative Officer, only it EMERGENCY grievance.
Administrative Review Board, only if the Issue Involves transfer denlal by the Transfer Coordinator, prolective custody, involuntary
administration of psychotropic drugs, Issues from another facility except personal property Issues, or issues not resolved by tha Chlef
Administrative Officer.
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The linois Department of Corrections

m

Pontiac Correctional Center v i
700 W. Lincoln Street, P.O. Box 99 - Pontiac, IL 61764 « (815) 842-2816 TDD: (800) 526-0844

MEMORANDUM
DATE: S’//X'/Cﬂ K
TO: Name: (Sdéuibbj IDOC #: $Z/3 ‘7/[5'

FROM:  Grievance Officer S. Simpson
Pontiac Correctional Center

SUBJECT: Grievance(s) dated: g A g// é Topic\//{[//l( . [Z(.jd ;(/Issue: gé’(f 4 / /6&7;;/ l Zf/-'/;’“”

The attached is being returned for the reason(s) listed below:
Contact your Correctional Counselor. Per DR 504 Grievances, “A committed person shall first
attempt to resolve incidents, problems or complaints, other than complaints concerning
disciplinary proceedings, through his counselor”.

Use proper Committed Person’s Grievance (DOC 0046).

Provide date(s) of disciplinary reports(s) and facility where incident(s) occurred.

Forward grievance directly to the Administrative Review Board (protective custody, enforced
medication, disciplinary reports from other facilities, decisions by the Transfer Coordinator's

Office, decisions rendered by the Director).

Not submitted in the timeframe outlined in Department Rule 504; therefore, issue wifl not be
addressed further. Discovery date of incident, occurrence, or problem:

Unable to determine nature of grievance/correspondence. Submit additional specific
information.

Illegible copy submitted — submit legible copy for consideration.

Request restoration of GCC, segregation time cut, grade restoration to the Adjustment
Committee. If request is denied, utilize the grievance process for further consideration.

Page 1 of 2 .——-—-—/ EX' C

Mission: To serve justice in lfiinois and increase public safety by promoting positive change in
offender behavior, operating successful reentry programs, and reducing victimization.

www.illinois.gov/idoc
App. 30
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Case: 17-1938  Document: 15 Filed: 07/17/2017  Pages: 77

Issue has been previously addressed on . No justification for further consideration.

Contact the Record Office with your request and/or additional information (sentence

calculations, jail credits, etc.).

Address concerns to the lllinois Prisoner Review Board, 319 East Madison Street, Suite A,
Springfield, lllinois 62706 (executive clemency parole violation issues, etc.).

The Chief Administrative Officer has determined your grievance issue a non-emergency. If
you reject this decision, forward your grievance directly to Grievance Office.
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The lllinois Department of Corrections

Pontiac Correctional Center
700 W. Lincoln Street, P.O. Box 99 » Pontiac, IL 61764 » (815) 842-2816 TDD: (800) 526-0844

MEMORANDUM RECE!

DATE: K 1{{4(5 }2 A 2016
TO: Name: Sapt,;uu) poc# 413 7 (( p‘\:?

FROM:.  Grievance Officer S. Simpson
Pontiac Correctional Center

SUBJECT: Grievance(s) dated: %{/ 113/ ! C’ Topic: I/P\.CALLJ' Issue: ﬂmﬁ? -HE((/Q‘IKTUQ_:‘{?EE
— oy

TT‘/Jattached is being returned for the reason(s) listed below:
Contact your Correctional Counselor. Per DR 504 Grievances, “A committed person shall first
attempt to resolve incidents, problems or complaints, other than complaints concerning
disciplinary proceedings, through his counselor”.

Use proper Committed Person's Grievance (DOC 0046).

Provide date(s) of disciplinary reports(s) and facility where incident(s) occurred.

Forward grievance directly to the Administrative Review Board (protective custody, enforced
medication, disciplinary reports from other facilities, decisions by the Transfer Coordinator's

Office, decisions rendered by the Director).

Not submitted in the timeframe outlined in Department Rule 504; therefore, issue will not be
addressed further. Discovery date of incident, occurrence, or problem:

Unable to determine nature of grievance/correspondence. Submit additional specific
information.

lilegible copy submitted — submit legible copy for consideration.

Request restoration of GCC, segregation time cut, grade restoration to the Adjustment
Committee. If request is denied, utilize the grievance process for further consideration.

Page 10of 2 ~—._7 E)( D

Mission: To serve justice in liiinois and increase public safety by promoting positive change in
offender behavior, operating successful reentry programs, and reducing victimization.

www.illinois.gov/idoc
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Case: 17-1938  Document: 15 Filed: 07/17/2017  Pages: 77 ,

Issue has been previously addressed on . No justification for further consideration.

Contact the Record Office with your request and/or additional information (sentence
calculations, jail credits, etc.).

Address concerns to the lllinois Prisoner Review Board. 319 East Madison Street, Suite A,
Springfield, llinois 62706 (executive clemency parole violation issues, etc.).

The Chief Administrative Officer has determined your grievance issue a non-emergency. If
you reject this decision, forward your grievance directly to Grievance Office.

g Other: !
/) Z[f( /_:/] J_ st é//f/’ / /Cfff 4 frr-_, [34\(-7(—4

\xé#dé..c’ﬁfufwb 77 ﬁf? ”/ 'wf/c__/ ‘7"1’( z(ﬁ[( L7

yAR J
[ﬂc,aw(,aa 77 THTE 77 Ll / G ) 0&.&47;0 gb/ n(gmuﬁlj
L///Le,,.(_/ oLt e {aance

¥

Page 2 of 2
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: Administrative Review Board

Return of Grievance or Correspondence

Offender: Son d{\ﬁ C.["N‘(i\ e Al D\Z{B f@

Last Name Firtl Name Ml ID#

-Fédi[l‘ty':. P Oﬂ‘k—lc;.c '

AR

,@\E‘.rievénce: Facillty Grievance # (if applicabiz} N@’ Dated:f&“b“hx}_ or [] borrespondence: Daled:
" Received: 3& Q;SM IiLﬂ Regarding: _ (oM ANS (Uf'ﬂjr:'idhmi Jard restrchen )
- s O TORopmged  mendel sl Jrechime

o F.Tlr]_a a.tta.chéd grievance or correspondence is belng returned for the following reasons:

Additional information requirsd:
[0 Provide a copy of your written Offender's Grievance, DOC 00486, including the counselor's response, if applicable.

i Provide a copy of the Response to, Offender’s Grievance, DOC 0047, including the Grievance Officer’s and Chief Administrati
, Officer's response, to appeal. IF +\ e \ ——— .

(3 Provide dates of disciplinary reports and facility whiere incidents occurred.

(] . Unable tb determine nature of grievance or correspondence; submit addilional specific information. Please raturn the attache:
.grievance, or correspondence with the additional information requested to:  Administrative Review Board
- ] Office of Inmale Issues
1301 Concordia Court
Springfield, IL 82794-9277

Misdirected:

] Contact your correctional counselor regarding this issue.
[0 Request restoration of Statutory Senience Credits to Adjustment Commitiee. If the request is denled by the facllity, utilize the
. offender grievance process outlined in Department Rule 504 for further consideration. .
N _D_ Contact the Record Office with your request or to provide additional information. -
. I:I PEI.'Séll'Iai bruperty issues are to be reviewed at your current facility prior to review by the Administrative Review Board,
[] Address concerns to: lllinols Prisoner Review Board .

319 E. Madison St., Suite A
Springfield, IL 62706

No further redress:
O Award of Supplemental Senlence Credits are discretionary administrative decisions; iherefore, this issue will not be addressed
further. g
" Nol subrhitted in the timeframe outlined in Depariment Rule 504; therefore, this Issue will not be addressed further.

Dale

This office previously addressed this issue on . Ey
No justification provided for additional consideration. ' . D

looo-

) Other (specify):

Cul:.n;lple.ate.d.by: LisA Qd‘ﬁ“\\ Cz/m (&UU&D@ ) £ ;oﬁi /b

Ptint Nams Eignalura Dala

Distribution: ORender Prinited on Racyeled Peper DOC 0070 (Rev.4/2013

Inmate Issues
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E-FILED

Filedrifid49028 SefRagR%7 2016 03:01:49 PM

Cler

k: U.S. District Court, ILCD

©,A0240 (Rev. 10/03)

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

Central

District of Hinois
Cordell Sanders APPLICATION TO PROCEED
Plaintiff WITHOUT PREPAYMENT OF

Warden Michea] Melvin etal,

L

v FEES ANPARREDNGITPC Gid c-indllec

i [d(]’fe‘j 0} _g{ﬁ (u’un(l\S]
Defendant CASENUMBER™— Y (# Oi puges]

C) Aroell Sanders declare that I am the (check appropriate box)

iJetitioner/plaintiff/movant O other

in the above-entitled proceeding; that in support of my request to proceed without prepayment of fees or costs
under 28 USC §1915 I declare that I am unable to pay the costs of these proceedings and that I am entitled to the relief
sought in the complaint/petition/motion.

In support of this application, I answer the following questions under penalty of perjury:

1. Are you currently incarcerated? - %Yes O No (If “No," go to Part 2)
If “Yes," state the place of your incarceration P ONFIAC,y Corr (F
Are you employed at the institution? N O Do you receive any payment from the institution? NGO
Attach a ledger sheet from the institution(s) of your incarceration showing at least the past six months’
transactions.
2. Are you currently employed? 0O Yes No
a, Ifthe answeris “Yes," state the amount of your take-home salary or wages and pay period and give the name
and address of your employer.
b. Ifthe answer is “No,” state the date of your last employment, the amount of your take-home salary or wages
and pay period and the name and address of your last employer.
24 Y PV Never besn em ployes/
3. Inthe past 12 twelve months have you received any money from any of the following sources?
a. Business, profession or other self-employment O Yes o
b. Rent payments, interest or dividends O Yes EBNo
c. Pensions, annuities or life insurance payments O Yes Eo
d. Disability or workers compensation payments O Yes E=No
e.  Gifts or inheritances [ Yes {L-No
f.  Any other sources es ONo

If the answer to any of the above is “Yes," describe, on the following page, each source of money and state the
amount received and what you expect you will continue to receive.

App. 37
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|0 dmkn"3r£+~ﬁwn a relgttuep

4. Do you have any cash or checking or savings accounts? M O No
If “Yes,” state the total amount. ___ L CK0

5. Do you own any real estate, stocks, bonds, securities, other financial instruments, automobiles or any other
thing of value? O Yes Eo

If “Yes," describe the property and state its value.

6. List the persons who are dependent on you for support, state your relationship to each person and indicate
how much you contribute to their support.

Noene

Plainetfr has"s+rueckoutr™ andis Filing +his 1N formq

Pau/oer Peti+umn pursdent +0 +he ymmenen+ dcmig er ey cepiiu
I declare under penalty of perjury that the above information is true and correct.

7-25-/6 /%mbéaé/ @%@%Zéf

Date Signature of Applicant

NOTICE TO PRISONER: A Prisoner seeking to proceed without prepayment of fees shall submit an affidavit
stating all assets. In addition, a prisoner must attach a statement certified by the appropriate institutional officer
showing all receipts, expenditures, and balances during the last six months in your institutional accounts. If you have

multiple accounts, perhaps because you have been in multiple institutions, attach one certified statement of each
account.

App. 38
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E-FILED
12:22:08 PM

t Court, ILCD

3 STATES DISTRICT COLRT FORTHE L EN:

\CT OF ILLINOIS, SEKNNFD%‘\FL‘ NLEMG

“R [ N

SSIGoroe

L _Sanders
Plainti£F

03.307 Wﬁw; S

VS

No. lb-Cv- 12366

__Melin ex+tal

__Pursua

__Moves |

_DPefendonts
_MOTION TO ALTER OR AMEND JUDGMENT

nt to Ffed. R.Civ. P, 59 (€)  Pplantiff Cordell Sanders,

this Court 1o reconsider his 81483 Complunt,and resc

ined it's J%ﬂﬁﬂj-_d__sm‘lj_ﬂﬂj the Sgme. .
R 5uﬂﬂifwﬂqwi;ﬂ:_ﬁ_uaéiﬂe_fﬂi.low:n g
__9oed cause ¢ N
W), Jﬂgmilfﬁm_aﬂ_m_mm_m_-mg_iuﬂ Oﬂy_qf_ibﬁm 1nus
De: pacin "1 DOCt eratec! ¢ 1
_ Poryg

pent OF Coffec+ion

¢ orrecicngl Center ("Pontiag)

¥ N 7]

i LEEuM..LFEI.@...LDqMJA&ﬁL{&LSLM&?LMMuDﬂQ__
_ 4e ("8

ML with mental health diagnosis of Schizo affect
e Disorder { Major Depression); Iniermistent Explosive Qiso
__Cdec f f.IED:)_and_pg&s_ibL\/__J_mp_uLsc Control Disorder (*Trc”)
__who has been 10 [solafiep fof 8 years (which 1s 4he Under
__lying | Cause 0% his  mental hea,‘fﬁ_ﬁ{aﬁ_@.ﬂwltﬁ Yhe

_ Schizoaffeciwve disorder leading 40 Several svicide atempts

w
©

©




—'3) On q-ZQ'lb_,jimﬂﬂuid_Lmﬂ_u;gh+5 Complam+t In

fm- an ;ll'nn':-edlmﬁ relegse. ﬂ-mLQilS._C_LpLDm.}’ iﬁo]ﬁﬁ'oﬂ and mfmﬂf”?’

_cl,amhggﬁ_ gnUmeniaul hegith treatment Efﬁi.&!v;_&dlfﬁ_dﬁg.n.ﬁ.&ib_

—L!l_ﬂgﬂ.ﬂ_auc{r_gramed Plaint iIffs _Inf{ormg pavperis pedition
which_the Plaintiff Filed pursvont 10 the (mminent danger
__Cequirement pursvant 40 28.0.5.C. 8 1415 (4)

8) Thaton 3:22-i7, +his Court Copducted a meri+ review
_of Plaiptiffs Complaint ang {found +hat the Claims therein didnot
mec+ imminent clonacr cequirement of 28 (J.5-G. 8 1915 (4] ewith
Out COnsidering ALL +he_,61mm&_f_l_q1m I _made (0 s Complaint
_ond ceferenced Cluims thar PlainsF did not make in his Camp

laint %G revoke Plaims F infurmy PoURPLIS S1G1US

ﬁaljhgf Pm%tfﬂbms_ﬁ.ujl_-tunﬂaw se+ forth Cagnizable immin_
__ent dggg@;ﬁ laums {or a g cunt of in{erma Puupells pursvent 10

_2%u3C 81915(9)

1. | That +his motion 15 +imely filed because. Plam#£F has brow
__gm_u__mﬁhm_ihg_z\idgy_lmiqums peried prunded by e

N
()

|
|
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. attached herww andincorperated heren

= ._._Wﬂﬁ_&ﬁ_mﬁﬁ#}_emmilﬁﬂ_ﬁgﬁw&ﬁé%&épﬁﬂ%%
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t's Juﬁgmfn+

Respectiully fulpmrted
Cplt dacd R Y 1346
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_LNJ:HEMMJIMME_Q DISTRICT coueT FUR TWE CENTRAL DISTRICT OQF
ILLINOIS . PEORIA DIVISION

C.Qrﬂ,:‘nl Sancers =
| Plawn+l £ _ No: lb CVv 1366

G

_Worden Michael Melvin etal,

L Defendants

MEMORRNDUM OF LAW [N SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS MOTION TO
NISRE: OR AMEND TUDGMENT

Nowcome Plain+ifE Covdell Sanders Pro-se, pursyant +0 Fed. R.

Ciwv. P 59%e) onnlin Suppott OFf Plain+iff-s Mo+ion 10 Alter ¢r Amend

J'udg ment, State a5 follows
I._ INTRODUCTION

_Q_D_Stpﬁmixr_z_‘im_l b , Cordell Sander®, agn incarceraied Seciovsy
_Mensaily 1l Cilt1zen held o+ Ponticc Corr C4e's 18olation unit ("Pontice)

Filed *‘m& §1983 Civi) righss Complaint alleging ) generally, that $he
qmmrm&u\_m@, Un_ond the Mental Kealsh Proffessionals (" Mups')

arfﬂi.pr.ng&u o Paint\ B (ith adequate mental heqlih treatment; fefvse
+o ullow P\.cunHFF any out-side- the CPIl time, Supjecting Plain ¢+1H +0 Ex+
ceme lfJDigimn,L exireme hea+, whe Gudis in imounent dangeC of

£fnmm5ﬂ1q9 Suicide. due +0 the Iur‘m term lsoletlon and depiorgpie
memmﬁmmm: uhmmegﬂmu&mn&rmw__,

. ;mm:;_n_j Cause 0F his  Schizoa@ective Disorder (Recurrent) hichia

M:cmummﬁmn and his Interpy+tens Explosive
_Disardec (PTED" ﬁrmw_atw_riuﬁﬂm_dﬁ.agﬂaMun
JLQmpJ.CELLQh o _Counts 1,2, 3) Il

Ppp. 42




#1

1:16-cv-01366-JBM
el ocument: 15

Filed: 07/17/2017  Pages: 77

;Elmnuﬁ—gmnits_tbgf.-.thﬂqeittfmi ISoig+ibn s the vndler \ymj Cavse,

OF his li‘l"-u Yoo Depress LQGJMAJM.IA;&.%:IL&OLMM Suiude
_attemptd, Intluding the exdreme hear, Seif muiilation first pPolity, ng vot

of cell excercise time |, 1S real and proximate. and estublish that heis
in_imminent dunyes. He reguests injunctive rclief and romIAfmjé’/?fG/-“/
and IDUI‘\JHV&. do_rnaj.cs.
The Cour+ 3ran+ed Plaint1££5 (0 forme jlatper
18Yall arc 25,20 e Court held a__merit revicw OF
_the Complaint and r lainiidf (wos notr in_any imm nent

_1;1&03&:_

renstate O\

o For the ceusons discussed below , the Coupt Shodld
L1 s

IL . TIMLINESS OF FILING

[. This motion |5 +imely Fited Yecause Plaintif hus hroth-f- 1+ coidhip 10O
doys after entey of judement dlSI‘nISSIhj his_civil pc+ion.
T . TOLLING OF TIMETO ARPPEAL
2. Due +0 thismotion betng timely Filed,; the connipg of the +1ime For
_Filing Notice OFappeal must he tolledsee, U 5. Labo

bl F.2d b8 (Tthe(cigs0)

oL . FACTS
Dumr\5 e mectt ceviv of March 22, 2017, +Ih€ Ccourt faled +0 taKe, 1nt0
_Considecdtion ALL of PlantiEFs menta) Nealdh cdiagnos15. The Court Only
moade ce fe \FF ermitie ve PLED:
angd not Plaineiff s Sthizo gffecnive Disorder, Recorrent (Mujr,r Depcession)

ohich 18

A Aiwvde mare. serigus than T ED and 1S Enown 40 Jeod +0 recurr

ent sulcige (s in dhe Pluin+iffs case) GHempt 3 and do_soicide affempPis

n 4S5 wjctims anddihat 15oighion PlamifF (s SupeC+ 0 15 the vnderiying cavse of

his Major Bepression, Re corrent
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re Court failed to +GKe in+0d Constdera+1on that Daven port v, _De Rébertis
%44 F2d 1310 (Qihcic, 1988) , thot 1+ wes Gpheld, as not Clear i_;t_ﬁ_r I0NeousS, ¢
ﬂudjﬂh_al:u,)ﬁ.lﬂg_:ﬂl&i&_i_ﬂh Eightn Amenclent entitied Prisoners held 1n5¢4req

o e, £- x

LRe = c

1

_Sec alsol Andecsonv. Romero . supra. 72 £.3d gt 57728, JTamisan-Bey V. Th
jecet SGJF e (Ithe g v 50K0o q1hec

‘ (o8 e 77 14 (18]
mMment ﬁ[]l Lel \n et e

ﬁjjmh&:_Ln_Bmeﬂcux_Zy_aﬁ_}_af_b_cﬁaﬁa_Ldt Can have.
_MMMULM&@MMMM_MM.
cd by oppertunitie S {or buy-of-ce|l exCercise |, such cundfinemens Ccauld rega

opg i)

uescrioed a:;__mmi_mg{_muuaj_fmmbm:af-

The. Court also put allegatonsg in Plamnt(fFs Camplaiht

_thas elg

Court o

4 =
cated ' Planmt fF Claims fhe  Scif-mutilgHon was done S0 thathe

| Reuvie

MMMMMM&E ver re ﬁﬁuw’-:/ rom 1S0laeten cAkh
_Luum 1{;&3@@: Gf his  Schize g llective Disorder iubhiCh reSuls (42

5
OC4olaer

acerbated o PlantiHfs Suicide asempton

271, 2015 (uas pnar uolittongl or anY o {he Other sulticle GHompes like

on DIuh

24t 20l and :Yu\\ll 27 Z20lb . PlarnHFF‘wa:;““E//omc/an,v out OF CEell4ime

or Doyl
meEntul

\O-\'\‘\trap';/ ircatment as g rf.'SUHOFﬁTﬂrmpH{Jj Suicicle o5 g fornm ot

e Plair

culth treamany, Sop there (5 no c.ua,)/ Jhat 1he ccor+ Could have euven -l—haﬁq-l—

neal.

4[{:[-“ meeied adequate mRnd

T\ve o\n'a 14D, dtac\nosi%
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W HERE FORF-“' Plaint+l £ requests +his Cour+ recounsicier the

Rlantffs Complant and Consider +he Plainitffs Schizo affect

we. Disocder (Mc:jor Depre ssion Disorder, Recurrent ) glong

Loidh his Tnter mirtent € X plostve Disorder ana find {ha+ hecowe

Plaunt i £F 1snt geeting odeguaote mental hegl+h +reqtmentor

s chtagnosis |, nO out the cell excercise time, and +hecon
A ion of Canfinement and _exitreme 150lation _and +ha+hi s

muitiple_soidde adtempts Whee o resuit of his menta/
heaivn d\tac.nus:e and not Vo liviopal and {ind that +he Plain

LICELS In \mrmnfn+ danaer cand reimnsiate Plaingds Inferma Pacp

!C'rfs pedivion -Statvs and allow fhe Plamttds Com;]/&mf £¢)

P(U[{’f?ﬂ,

Sthmitied By

Coraell Sanders R Y1346 Cigpltd dontresss

TJOO . Lincoln .5f

Ponﬂ'oc, (L Gl(7C6Y
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